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May 6, 1995 

Mr. Alan Dixon,BRACC Chairman 
1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

There is still a chance for the BPACC Commission to save the 
taxpayers Millions of Dollars. 

AIR  AIlR RASE can han4le the Air Mobility Wing or' 
other assignments with a minimum of investment. 

How can the commission act with a clear conscience is they 
don't take one EWD IDOIII; AT -AIR F U E E  El4SE ? 

Don Benjamin 

DCN 921



Mr. Alan Dixon 
BRACC Chairman 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 6 May 19'95 

Dear Mr. Dixon, 

I am writing you both as a concerned taxpayer and as an 
Air Force Officer. I am very concerned about the decision 
made during the last round of BRACC hearings to close the 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base. I do not want to see my tax 
dollars poured into a base whi'ch is, at the very least, 
unsuitable for the mission of an Air Mobility Wing. The 
purpose of the BRACC is to find the most economical way to 
downsize the military and, frankly, keeping McGuire open to 
function as the East Coast mobility hub is not the way to do 
it. Estimates of 500-800 million dollars to bring McGuire 
up to Air Force specifications as opposed to 150-200 million 
for Plattsburgh show clearly the waste of money involved in 
keeping the 1993 BRACC decision in effect. 

It is obvious, even to the most casual observer, that 
the decision to close Plattsburgh and keep McGuire as a 
Mobility Wing is flawed strategically and economically. 
McGuire Air Force Base CAN NOT support all of the operations 
required of a Mobility Wing. It can not even support 
operations for one of the mainstays of the Air Mobility Wing 
concept, KC-135 tankers. These aircraft can not operate, 
fully loaded, from McGuire, and neither can the KC-10 
aircraft that have been assigned there. During the recent 
withdrawal of American forces from Somalia, supporting KC-10 
aircraft were forced to land and refuel at Plattsburgh AFB 
because they are severely limited regarding take off weight 
at McGuire and could not be supported by Air National Guard 
KC-135 air refueling due to non availability. Any 
operation of such a large scale would be somewhat limited, 
making obvious the shortfalls involved with using McGuire as 
the East Coast Air Mobility Wing. 

The airspace around McGuire is also a concern, both 
present and future. Located in the midst of an ever growing 
superhighway of commercial air traffic, the demands for more 
and more of its neighboring airspace will severely limit. 
future operations at McGuire. No such problem exist at 
Plattsburgh, and the base is used almost daily for landing 
pattern practice, something which is at the minimum 
difficult at McGuire. Plattsburgh is strategically located 
along the great circle route to Europe and the Middle East, 
making it an ideal choice for a hub of operations headed to 
those most active and important theaters of operations. 

The 1995 BRACC can correct a grievous strategic and 
economic mistake if you would only take a look at the facts 
concerning both bases. I ask you to please do so in a 
redirect of Plattsburgh as the'Air Mobility Wing that the 
Air Force truly needs and wants. Thank you for your learned 
consideration of this matter. 

Chief, Wing Plans and Programs 
380 Air Refueling Wing 
Plattsburgh AFB, NY 12903 



Mr. Alan Dixon 
BRACC Chairman 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I am writing to you concerning the decision of closing 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base. 

Many of us wrote concerning the dicision when it was made 
in 1993. I'm sure we all received the same letter from our 
President because he cannot write to everyone individually. 

The BRACC Commission should review the decision to close 
Plattsburgh again. Money is being spent to upgrade McGuire 
which they tell me is not nearly completed, and the government 
is spending million of dollars to do this. Many letters were 
written by pilots of the tankers to our local newspaper telling 
how hazardous it was while attempting to land the planes at 
McGuire. How I wished I had saved those editorials to forward 
to you. I am enclosing one editorial which appeared in our 
local newspaper this week. I probably would have worded this 
editorial differently but I am sure that you will get the message, 
and I'm sure that those on the former BRACC Committee will know 
just how true this is. 

I think everyone can see cutting back some of these bases, but 
cut back on those that you are having to spend money on for fixing 
up. It would make a lot more sense. The government just spent 
money upgrading the housing on Flattsburgh Air Force Base and 
many of those living in the housing stated that the living quarters 
on PAFB were better than the housing at other bases they had been 
on. Why are they wasting all this money? 

Members of your panel are going to visit Griffiss Air 
Force Base later this month to determine if the Rome Laboratory 
should continue operations- in Rome or if the Lab should go to 
New Jersey and Massachusetts. I believe that it would be to the 
advantage of the BRACC commission to visit Plattsburgh and see 
just how much this Base has to offer before closing it. 

Continue on Page 2 



Mr. Alan Dixon 
BRACC Chairman 

5/8/95 
Page 2 

There is definitely something wrong when it is announced 
that Plattsburgh was supposed to become the next Air Mobility 
Wing and a very short time latewit was put on the BRACC 
Commission list for closure. I would also remind you that it 
wasn't on the original list. 

I sincerely hope that you will take a close look at closing 
Plattsburgh before September, 1995. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Virginia E. Manley 

Enclosure ( 1 )  



3 P rospec t  Avenue 
- ~ l a t t s b u r ~ h ,  i 4 . Y .  12901 

i A p r i l  27,1995 

Alan Dixon, BRACC Chairman 
1700 N o r t h  Lioore S t r e e t  
S u i t e  14.25 
Arlington, V A .  22209 

Dear Chairman Uixonr 

We ask you and your  Commission t o  cor rec& a d r a s t i c  e r r o r  
made by the  1993 BRACC which d i r e c t e d  the  c l o s u r e  of t h e  
P l a t t s b u r g h  A i r  F o r c e  Base. 

We be l i eve  t h i ~  base i s  e s s e n t i a l  t o  our  Nat iona lSecur i ty !  

Please keep t h i s  Base open: 

b b a t  C o r d i a l  
\*la* m, %>L 
h i *  f(\cw 

Thomas and Susan McFaddan 



NATALIE L'. TUCKER I 
RR 1 BOX 24 

TICONDEROGA, NEW YORK 12883 

April 27, 1995 

Allan J. Dixon,Chairman 
1995 BRAC Commission 
1700 North Moore Street,Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 

I recently returned from a visit with my son who retired from 
the Air Force at Seymour Air Force Base in Goldsboro, NC. 

We discussed the closing of Plattsburgh Air Force Base and 
what a devasting effect it had on Plattsburgh and the surrounding 
area. 

FACT:Do you know that training missions are restricted because 
of the congested air traffic around McQuire Air Force Base. 

FACT-Do you know that the tankers cannot take off with a full 
load of fuel because the runways are to short. 

FACT-Do you know that the Air Force had to bring in hundreds 
of tankers trucks to fuel the tankers because they do not have 
in ground tanks at McQuire as they have at Plattsburhg,which 
triples the time it takes to fuel the tankers. WHAT HAPPENS IN 
A NATIONAL EMERGENCY? 

FACT:Do you know that because they don't have hangers large enough 
at McQuire to bring these tankers intofthat repairs on the tanks 
in the aircraft have to be made at Seymour Air Force Base or 
other bases because the work has t;o be done at certain temperatures. 

FACT:Do you know the Air Force personnel rather than go to McQuire 
tried to transfer out of the squardons. They didn't want to 
be stationed at McQuire! 

In light of these facts, where are the savings to the Air Force 
& to us the tax payers. It will cost more to run the Wing out 

QJv of McQuire because the simply cannot handle it! 



rl BRAC is suppose to be making sound decisions but this is not 
one of them & why can't the decision to close Plattsburgh Air 
Force Base be reversed? I am requesting Redirect. 

Yours truly, 

Natalie L. Tucker 

c: Mayor Clyde Radadeau 
Plattsburgh,N.Y. 

Rep. John McHugh 





Egret at Mullet Bay, St. George's, Bermuda 
From an original watercolour by Jill Amos Raine 

O 1988 Pompano Publications, Bermuda 
Printed in Bermuda by the Island Press Ltd. 



Your Tax Dollars At Work 
First the good news for all taxpayers 

down under: The Royal Australian Air 

Force will buy 15 F-111G combat air- 

craft from the US Air Force for $52 

million (Aviation Week 6 Space Technol- 
ogy, 5 July). But here comes the bad 

news for the American taxpayer: At 

less than $3.5 million per aircraft, this is 

a lot less than the cost of the avionics 

upgrade program per copy completed 

in 1991. The Australians would not be 

able to buy a new F-111 for $100 mil- 

lion, even if they wanted to. We don't 

make them any more. General Dynam- 

ics closed the production line in 1974. 

The F-111G is, of course, the now- 

defunct Strategic Air Command's FB- 

11 lA medium-range supersonic, all- 

weather, day-and-night penetrator. It 

was once deployed at Pease, New 
HampshireandPlattsburgh, New York 

air force bases, both also history, it 

seems. Pease was shut down in 1991, 

and Plattsburgh was chosen for elimi- 

nation in a surprise vote taken by the 

"congressional" Base Realignment and 

Closure Commission (BRACC). That 

closure alone will result in annual sav- 

ings of $56.6 million to the taxpayer, if 

you are naive enough to believe the 

"independent" commissioners. 

Plattsburgh, arguably one of the 

finest installations in the country, is 

about to fall victim to a classic power- 

play of pork barrel politicos operating 

under the screen of non-partisan de- 

tachment. Forget about savings. The 

taxpayer is in for a solid soaking. But 

the Department of Defense and the Air 

MEDIA REVIEW 
A SURVEY OF THE NATIONAL SECURITY PRESS WITH ANALYSIS AND COMMENTARY 

Force still don't know what hit them. 

Secretarv of Defense Les Aspin and the 

Department of the Air Force had selected 

Plattsburgh as the center for the North- 

east Air Mobility Wing over all other 

candidates after detailed and in-depth 

studies. Even BRACC researchers had 

rated Plattsburgh first. On June 11, Dep- 

uty Assistant Secretary of the Air Force, 

Mr James Boatright, had informed 

BRACC chairman James Courter that 

"the Air Force remains firmly convinced 

[that] Plattsburgh AFEi, from an opera- 

tional standpoint, is an ideal staging fa- 

cility for the large European and South 

West Asian airbridge and has ample air- 

space for present and future trainingwith 

minimum encroachment". There was no 

dispute among the professionals. Platts- 

burgh had excelled during Desert Shield 
and Desert Storm. 

Yet the BRACC civilian's nod went 

to McGuire Air Force base in southern 

New Jersey's Duilington Ccmnty, :oca;cd 

beneath one of the nation's most con- 

gested air spaces serving Philadelphia's 

and New York City's major airports. 

Within 60 miles of McGuire, the popula- 

tion exceeds 10 million; around Platts- 

burgh liveless than half a million. But the 

case against McGuire extends beyond 

poor air space and quality of life in gen- 

eral: The Air Force's operational require- 

ments disqualify McC;uire and hugely 

favor Plattsburgh, the base that has ev- 

erything besides the distinction of being 

America's oldest military installation. 

Plattsburgh has the runway and ramp 

for 156 aircraft. McGuire can park 88 - 

VOI~IIIIC VII, Nu t~ lbc r  2 Taking Issue - 
Jtrlle 1993 - Morttlrly 

A Closer Look At Defense Reporting H Joachim Maitre 

. - - - 

BOSTON UNIVERSITY 

but has no adequate runway. KC-10 

tanker aircraft and C-141 airlifters can- 

not take off from McGuire with a full 

load; housing, maintenance and load- 

ing facilities are all sub-standard there. 

All this can be changed and improved, 

refueling spigots can be added, and old 

ones can be made leakproof. New build- 

ing construction will alleviate present 

shortcomings. Nothing that $500 mil- 

lion could not fix. Or a solid billion. 

Pork, in other words. BRACC chair- 

man Courter willreject any such thought 

with righteous indignation, so we won't 

even hint that he hails from the Garden 

State and soon might present himself as 

the fine candidate for governor that he 

should be. In any case, by voting to shut 

down Plattsburgh and downsize Griffiss 

Air Force Basenear Syracuse,Mr Courter 

and his BRACC have scored heavily 

against New York and Governor Mario 

Cuomo as well as Mr Daniel Patrick 

Moynihan, its senior senator. "We have 
the votes!", Mr Frank R Lautenberg had 

crowed a few hours prior to the decisive 

moment, "we" being New Jersey and 

Senator Lautenberg,'n.ho represents that 

state in Washington, DC. All politics is 

still local. . . 
Here comes the hitch: McGuire's re- 

quired expansion and major upgrading 

will go nowhere without massive finan- 

cial infusionfromCongress. Wait for the 

pleas for hundreds of millions of dollars 

to arrive on the desk of the Senate's 

finance committee chairman, Mr Moyni- 

han, Democrat from New York. He may 

be disinclined mightily to allow Platts- 

burgh's splendid facilities togo to waste. 

Maybe there is life after death in New 

York's North Country. BRACC's next 
round will resume in 1995. ¤ 



PAFB: still 
a chance 

To the Editor: If you are a citi- 
zen who is still interested in the 
future of the Plattsburgh Air 
Force Base, which is soon sched- 
uled to  close its gates, you should 
be aware that there is a chance, 
however slight, of some military 
"redirect" for this  base. The 
chance lies in the 1995 convoca- 
tion of the BRACC commission, 
which has the power to add bases 
to the closure lists submitted to 
it. (You may recall PAFB was 
added in 1993 and subsequently 
closed). 

Those of us who know that 
Plattsburgh was - unfairlv subg3-  
ted and selected to close and be- - 
lieve political matters interfered 
with the rational process BR4CC 
is commissioned to follow, ask 
that you join us in writing to the 
new c k ~ e r s o n  of the 1995 
BRACC to  request that PAI'B -- 
now be added to the list for -- con- 
&era t ion .  

The new chairperson's name 
and address follow: Alan Dixon, 
BRACC chairman, 1700 North 

Moore Street, Suite 1425, Arl- 
ington, Va. 22209. 

Let's save Plattsburgh Air 
Force Base! 

Carolyn R. Morris 
James R. Morris Jr. ' 

Cadyvi I le . - 
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MEDIA REVIEW 
A SURVEY OF THE NATIONAL SECURITY PRESS WITH ANALYSIS AND COMMENTARY 

June 1993 - ~ C l o ~ t r l ~ l y  

A Closer Look At Defense Reporting 

Your Tax Dollars At Work 
First the good news for all taxpayers 

down under: The Royal Australian Air 

Force will buy 15 F-111G combat air- 

craft from the US Air Force for $52 

million (Aviation Week B Space Technol- 
ogy, 5 July). But here comes the bad 

news for the American taxpayer: At 

less than $3.5 million per aircraft, this is 

a lot less than the cost of the avionics 

upgrade program per copy completed 

in 1991. The Australians would not be 

able to buy a new F-111 for $100 mil- 

lion, even if they wanted to. We don't 

make them any more. General Dynam- 

ics closed the production line in 1974. 

The F-111G is, of course, the now- 

defunct Strategic Air Command's FB- 

11 lA medium-range supersonic, all- 

weather, day-and-night penetrator. It 

was once deployed at Pease, New 

Hampshireand Plattsburgh, New York 

air force bases, both also history, it 

seems. Pease was shut down in 1991, 

and Plattsburgh was chosen for elimi- 

nation in a surprise vote taken by the 

"congressional" BaseRealignment and 

Closure Commission (BRACC). That 

closure alone will result in annual sav- 

ings of $56.6 million to the taxpayer, if 

you are naive enough to believe the 

"independent" commissioners. 

Plattsburgh, arguably one of the 

finest installations in the country, is 

about to fall victim to a classic power- 

play of pork barrel politicos operating 

under the screen of non-partisan de- 

tachment. Forget about savings. The 

taxpayer is in for a solid soaking. But 

the Department of Defense and the Air 

Force still don't know what hit them. 

Secretary of Defense Les Aspin and the 

Department of the Air Force had selected 

Plattsburgh as the center for the North- 

east Air Mobility Wing over all other 

candidates after detailed and in-depth 

studies. Even BRACC researchers had 

rated Plattsburgh first. On June 11, Dep- 

uty Assistant Secretary of the Air Force, 

Mr James Boatright, had informed 

BRACC chairman James Courter that 

"the Air Force remains firmly convinced 

[that] Plattsburgh AFB, from an opera- 

tional standpoint, is an ideal staging fa- 

cility for the large European and South 

West Asian airbridge and has ample air- 

space for present and future trainingwith 

minimum encroachment". There was no 

dispute among the professionals. Platts- 

burgh had excelled during Desert Shield 

and Desert Storm. 

Yet the BRACC civilian's nod went 

to McGuire Air Force base in southern 

New Jersey's Burlington County, located 

beneath one of the nation's most con- 

gested air spaces serving Philadelphia's 

and New York City's major airports. 

Within 60 miles of McGuire, the popula- 

tion exceeds 10 million; around Platts- 

burghlive less than half a million. But the 

case against McGuire extends beyond 

poor air space and quality of life in gen- 

eral: The Air Force's operational require- 

ments disqualify McCiuire and hugely 

favor Plattsburgh, the base that has ev- 

erything besides the distinction of being 

America's oldest military installation. 

Plattsburgh has the runway and ramp 

for 156 aircraft. McGuire can park 88 - 

H Joachim Maitre 

but has no adequate runway. KC-10 

tanker aircraft and C-141 airlifters can- 

not take off from McGuire with a full 

load; housing, maintenance and load- 

ing facilities are all sub-standard there. 

All this can be changed and improved, 

refueling spigots can be added, and old 

ones can be made leakproof. New build- 

ing construction will alleviate present 

shortcomings. Nothing that $500 mil- 

lion could not fix. Or a solid billion. 

Pork, in other words. BRACC chair- 

man Courter will reject any such thought 

with righteous indignation, so we won't 

even hint that he hails from the Garden 

State and soon might present himself as 

the fine candidate for governor that he 

should be. In any case, by voting to shut 

down Plattsburgh and downsizeGriffiss 

Air Force BasenearSyracuse,MrCourter 

and his BRACC have scored heavily 

against New York and Governor Mario 

Cuomo as well as Mr Daniel Patrick 

Moynihan, its senior senator. "We have 

the votes!", Mr Frank R Lautenberg had 

crowed a few hours prior to the decisive 

moment, "we" being New Jersey and 

Senator Lautenberg, who represents that 

state in Washington, DC. All politics is 

still local. . . 
Here comes the hitch: McGuire's re- 

quired expansion and major upgrading 

will go nowhere without massive finan- 

cial infusion from Congress. Wait for the 

pleas for hundreds of millions of dollars 

to arrive on the desk of the Senate's 

finance committee chairman, Mr Moyni- 

han, Democrat from New York. He may 

be disinclined mightily to allow Platts- 

burgh's splendid facilities togo to waste. 

Maybe there is life after death in New 

York's North Country. BRACC's next 
round will resume in 1995. 
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Late state budget getting critico 

:-- 
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T E M P O R A R Y  
QUARTERS:  A Plal t-  
sburgh Air Force Base 
ground crew gets ready lo 
receive a KC-135 that ar- 
rived Tuesday from Grand 
Forks Air Force Base. Be- 
tween 15 and 20 of the 
319th Air Refueling Wing 
tankers will be at PAFB this 
summer while the North 
Dakota base's runway is 
rebuilt. Up to 400 people 
will accompany the planes. 
Col. Lou Descoteaux of the 
319th commented Tuesday 
that "Plattsburgh probably 
has Ihe best ramp in the 
Air Force to serve us." The 
319th will fly all its missions 
from Plaltsburah, includina 
one to €uropc-and anoth& 
to Saudi Arabia. PAFB's 
380th Air Refueling Wing 
also w~ll opcralc normally. 
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A Closer Look At Defense Reporting 

Your Tax Dollars At Work 
First the good news for all taxpayers 

down under: The Royal Australian Air 

Force will buy 15 F-111G combat air- 
craft from the US Air Force for $52 

million (Aviation Week b Space Technol- 

ogy, 5 July). But here comes the bad 

news for the American taxpayer: At 

less than $3.5 million per aircraft, this is 

a lot less than the cost of the avionics 

upgrade program per copy completed 

in 1991. The Australians would not be 

able to buy a new F-111 for $100 mil- 

lion, even if they wanted to. We don't 

make them any more. General Dynam- 

ics closed the production line in 1974. 

The F-111G is, of course, the now- 

defunct Strategic Air Command's FB- 

l l l A  medium-range supersonic, all- 

weather, day-and-night penetrator. It 

was once deployed at Pease, New 
Hampshireand Plattsburgh, New York 

air force bases, both also history, it 

seems. Pease was shut down in 1991, 

and Plattsburgh was chosen for elimi- 

nation in a surprise vote taken by the 

"congressional" Base Realignment and 

Closure Commission (BRACC). That 

closure alone will result in annual sav- 

ings of $56.6 million to the taxpayer, if 

you are naive enough to believe the 

"independent" commissioners. 

Plattsburgh, arguably one of the 

finest installations in the country, is 

about to fall victim to a classic power- 

play of pork barrel politicos operating 

under the screen of non-partisan de- 

tachment. Forget about savings. The 

taxpayer is in for a solid soaking. But 

the Department of Defense and the Air 

Force still don't know what hit them. 

Secretary of Defense Les Aspin and the 

Department of the Air F:orce had selected 
Plattsburgh as the center for the North- 

east Air Mobility Wing over all other 

candidates after detailed and in-depth 

studies. Even BRACC researchers had 

rated Plattsburgh first. On June 11, Dep- 

uty Assistant Secretary of the Air Force, 

Mr James Boatright, had informed 

BRACC chairman Jarnes Courter that 

"the Air Force remains firmly convinced 

[that] Plattsburgh AFE, from an opera- 

tional standpoint, is an ideal staging fa- 

cility for the large European and South 

West Asian airbridge and has ample air- 

space for present and future trainingwith 

minimum encroachme:nt". There was no 

dispute among the professionals. Platts- 

burgh had excelled during Desert Shield 
and Desert Storm. 

Yet the BRACC civilian's nod went 

to McGuire Air Force base in southern 

New Jersey's Burlington County, located 

beneath one of the nation's most con- 

gested air spaces serving Philadelphia's 

and New York City's major airports. 

Within 60 miles of McChire, the popula- 

tion exceeds 10 million; around Platts- 

burgh live less than half a million. But the 

case against McGuire extends beyond 

poor air space and quality of life in gen- 

eral: The Air Force's op~erational require- 

ments disqualify McGiuire and hugely 

favor Plattsburgh, the base that has ev- 

erything besides the distinction of being 

America's oldest military installation. 

Plattsburgh has the runway and ramp 

for 156 aircraft. McGuire can park 88 - 

H Joachim Maitre 

but has no adequate runway. KC-10 

tanker aircraft and C-141 airlifters can- 

not take off from McGuire with a full 

load; housing, maintenance and load- 

ing facilities are all sub-standard there. 

All this can be changed and improved, 

refueling spigots can be added, and old 
onescanbe made leakproof. New build- 

ing construction will alleviate present 

shortcomings. Nothing that $500 mil- 

lion could not fix. Or a solid billion. 

Pork, in other words. BRACC chair- 

man Courterwillrejectany such thought 

with righteous indignation, so we won't 

even hint that he hails from the Garden 

State and soon might present himself as 

the fine candidate for governor that he 

should be. In any case, by voting to shut 

down Plattsburghand downsize Griffiss 

Air Force Basenear Syracuse, Mr Courter 

and his BRACC have scored heavily 

against New York and Governor Mario 

Cuomo as well as Mr Daniel Patrick 

Moynihan, its senior senator. "We have 
the votes!", Mr Frank R Lautenberg had 

crowed a few hours prior to the decisive 

moment, "we" being New Jersey and 

Senator Lautenberg, who represents that 

state in Washington, DC. All politics is 

still local . . . 
Here comes the hitch: McGuire's re- 

quired expansion and major upgrading 

will go nowhere without massive finan- 

cial infusion from Congress. Wait for the 

pleas for hundreds of millions of dollars 

to arrive on the desk of the Senate's 

financecommittee chairman, Mr Moyni- 

han, Democrat from New York. He may 

be disinclined mightily to allow Platts- 

burgh's splendid facilities togo to waste. 

Maybe there is life after death in New 

York's North Country. BRACC's next 
round will resume in 1995. 
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erything besides the distinction of being 
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but has no adequate runway. KC-10 

tanker aircraft and C-141 airlifters can- 

not take off from McGuire with a full 

load; housing, maintenance and load- 

ing facilities are all sub-standard there. 

All this can be changed and improved, 

refueling spigots can be added, and old 

ones can be made leakproof. New build- 

ing construction will alleviate present 

shortcomings. Nothing that $500 mil- 

lion could not fix. Or a solid billion. 

Pork, in other words. BRACC chair- 

man Courterwillreject any such thought 

with righteous indignation, so we won't 

even hint that he hails from the Garden 

State and soon might present himself as 

the fine candidate for governor that he 

should be. In any case, by voting to shut 
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Air Force Basenear Syracuse,Mr Courter 
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Cuomo as well as Mr Daniel Patrick 
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the votes!", Mr Frank R Lautenberg had 
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moment, "we" bekg New Jersey and 
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will go nowhere without massive finan- 

cial infusionfromCongress. Wait for the 

pleas for hundreds of millions of dollars 

to arrive on the desk of the Senate's 

finance committee chairman, Mr Moyni- 

han, Democrat from New York. He may 

be disinclined mightily to allow Platts- 

burgh's splendid facilities to go to waste. 

Maybe there is life after death in New 

York's North Country. BRACC's next 
round will resume in 1995. 
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"the Air Force remains firmly convinced 
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lion could not fix. Or a solid billion. 

Pork, in other words. BRACC chair- 

man Courterwillreject any such thought 

with righteous indignation, so we won't 

even hint that he hails from the Garden 

State and soon might present himself as 

the fine candidate for governor that he 

should be. In any case, by voting to shut 

down Plattsburgh and downsize Griffiss 

Air Force Basenear Syracuse,Mr Courter 

and his BRACC have scored heavily 

against New York and Governor Mario 

Cuomo as well as Mr Daniel Patrick 

Moynihan, its senior senator. "We have 
the votes!", Mr Frank R Lautenberg had 
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1 T E M P O R A R Y  
QUARTERS: A Platt- 
sburgh Air Force Base 
ground crew gets ready to 
receive a KC-135 that ar- 
rived Tuesday from Grand 
Forks Air Force Base. Be- 
tween 15 and 20 d the 
319th Air Refueling Wing 

I 
tankers will be at PAFB this 
summer while the North 

1 Dakota base's runway is 
rebuilt Up to 400 people 
will accompany the planes. 
Col. Lou Descoteaux of the 
319th commented Tuesday , that "Plattsburgh probably 

I has the best ramp in tho 
Air Force to serve us." The 
319th will fiy all its missions 
from Plattsburgh, including 
one to Europe and another 

I 
to Saudi Arabia. PAFB's 
380th Air Refueling Wmg 

1 also will operate normally. 
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closure alone will result in annual sav- 
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with righteous indignation, so we won't 

even hint that he hails from the Garden 

State and soon might present himself as 

the fine candidate for governor that he 

should be. In any case, by voting to shut 
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against New York and Governor Mario 

Cuomo as well as Mr Daniel Patrick 
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pleas for hundreds of millions of dollars 

to arrive on the desk of the Senate's 

finance committee chairman, Mr Moyni- 
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Maybe there is life after death in New 

York's North Country. BRACC's next 
round will resume in 1995. 8 

I2 D+IISC Medig1 Rr~vie~rr - June 1993 





Press-Repu The Hometown Newspaper of Clinton. Essex, Franklin blican Counties 

Vd. 101 - No 274 e - t l ~ .  mm* Plattskrgh, NY 12901, Wednedq, June 1,1994 SggstedRict:W 24Papes 
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receive a KC-135 that ar- 
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rebuilt. Up to 400 people 
will accompany the planes. 
Cd. Lou Descoteaux of the 
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LCDR BRUCE BARRY, USN (RET.) 
\ /Jp 

RAINBOW LAKE, NEW YORK 12976 / 

May 1, 1995 5'9 
Senator  Alan 3 .  Dixon, Chaiman 
1995 Base Realignment & Closure Commission 
S u i t e  1425 
1700 N Moore S t r e e t  
Arl ington,  VA 22209 

Dear M r .  Chairman: 

I recowend you and your commission members 
re-read my Pla t t sburgh A i r  Force Base (PAFB) 
packet under covering l e t t e r  o f  February 4, 
1995 which you wfiled" f o r  f u r t h e r  refbrence.  

F i r s t ,  t h e  preponderance o f  our  populat ion 
( a c t i v e  m i l i t a r y ,  ve terans  and r e t i r e e s )  h e r e  
i n  t h e  Northeast  U.S. ( r ead  S i b e r i a )  see  o u r  
e n t i r e  say o f  l i f e ,  inc luding  medical, commis- 
sary ,  s o c i a l ,  l e g a l  and m i l i t a r y  advisory 
b e n e f i t s ,  being devastated! 

C r e d i b i l i t y  o f  t h e  Administration, DoD and t h e  
A i r  Force now appears suspect  a f t e r  NEWSWEEK'S 
(3-6-95 ) "The P o l i t i c s  O f  Base Closings.  tt 

The monies spent  by t h e  Pla t t sburgh PIDC a s  
we l l  a s  t h e  continuing black hole  a t  McCuire 
t e l l s  those  who w i l l  l i s t e n  t h a t  i t ' s  time f o r  
an honest  evaluation. 

P.11 o f  us ,  as w e l l  as some very s e n i o r  military 
o f f i c e r s ,  be l i eve  your commission cannot make a 
s e r i o u s  and d e f i n i t i v e  dec is ion  t o  al low PAFB 
t o  be closed without even v i s i t i n g  t h e  Base 
with your new members. 

I n  f a c t ,  if Perry,  DoD and t h e  o t h e r  nappointeesfl 
a r e  so i n t e r e s t e d  i n  saving money, l e t ' s  c l o s e  
Bethesda Naval Hospi ta l  and Walter Reed Army 
Hospi ta l  and they and Congress can a l l  join 
TRICARE ! 
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prUl mu hurie  Hov+~k 
6225A Maryland Rd 
Fi;i&biligh, hTk' 12903 
A d  29; 1995 

Alan I k o n  
RR ACC Chairman 
1700 North Moore St Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va 22209 

Mr. Dixon 

1. We wodd !ike to ask you to reconsider a huge error made by your predecessors. This 
concerns the closing of Plattsburgh AFB in upstate New York. As you are probably we1 
aware, a panel of Air Force aviation experts welghed the merits of three bases for an 
expanded mission prior to the BRACC 93. They concluded the country could be best 
served by giving this expanded mission to Plattsburgh. In an unprecedented move, the 
RRACC 93 questioned the Air Force's decision and added Plattsbi~rgh to thei for 
cor~idesatiur~. Tile BRACC 93 staff cane to the sane cortclusion as the Air Force ard 
recommended the commission give the mission to Plattsburgh. Finally, in a purely political 
move, Mr. Coutier and Gen met) Johnson and others voted against all logic, against their 
own staff; against all facts and closed the base. Mr. Courtier is the same individual who 
accused the current BRACC members of having a political agenda. 

2. We ask that this injustice at least be reviewed by the current BRACC commission. It 
seems you are the only hope since the Supreme Court ruled they have no jurisdiction in 
BR.4CC decisions. There is no check or balance, no \.ray to reverse this monumental error 
other than consideration from another BRACC decision. 

3. We Lhank you lor your h e .  

Paul and Laurie Howk 



477 North farm Rd. 
Chazy, NY 12921 

Mr. Alan Dixon 
BRACC Chairman 
1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon, 
in 1993 Plattsburgh AFB was added to the list of 

bases to consider for closure only to appease rabblerousers in 
another part of the state. At that time no one here was overly 
concerned because we knew the Air Force felt very strongly about the 
base and its future as an Air Mobility hub. We also believed that 
the BRACC would make a fair assessment and a just decision. 
Unfortunately political matters interfered with what should have been 
a rational process. You know the rest. 

The bottom line is this: the BRACC's decision in 1993 reeks of 
political gamesmanship. It stinks! You now have the power to put 
this right, to bring justice to this situation for the Air Force and 
the people in upstate New York. Please add Plattsburgh AFB to the 
list for consideration for a new military mission. 

Sincerely, 

Q+ 
Andrew K. Moser 
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horses from 
Port Gilliland at 
the mouth of 
the Salmon 

south of Platts- 

floor features a 

i case and hard- 
wood floors. T 

TlCKET eY GULDEBOOK 

150-B U.S. Oval, Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
10 a.m. to 4 p.m. Along with the other quaners for officers located on the 

7. Though major renovations were made in the late 80s, 
st of the original architectural details remain. 
This home features furnishings collected from around the 

world. Over the mantle in the living room is a beadwork 
hanging handmade in Burma. A Christmas card collection 
displays cards from the White House. 1985-87. The handmade 

mous war figures. 
The chandelier is 
Austrian crystal. 

Organized for the benefit of The walnut table 
THE KENT-DELORD HOUSE MUSEUM and chairs are 

by the. Board of Trustees hand carved in the 
Chinese Chipper. 

and friends of !he Kent-@elo:3 %:)use. .-'s:.2 31j';2. 3 1 -  ,<- d.U  

with the C.C. Board of Realtors and white enam 
elware from Hong 
Kong decorate? 

Korea. Pictures on the wall show Col. Wilson with U.S 
presidents Bill Clinton and Ronald Reagan. The master bed 
room features an ornate fireplace. On the third floor, originall) 
quarters for the maid, a clawfoot tub and wainscotting remain 





April 27, 1995 

Alan Dixon 
BRACC Chairman 
Suite 1425 
I700 North Moore Street 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I am writing this letter to ask that the BRACC 
Committee add Plattsburgh Air Force Base to the 1995 list for 
reconsideration. 

As I am sure you are aware, Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
was recommended by the Department of Defense for the Mobile Air 
Wing and was placed on the closure list by the politicians. I 
would ask the Committee to reconsider the location of the Mobile 
Air Wing before some tragedy occurs due to the heavy air traffic 
in the area of McGuire Air Force Base. Plattsburgh Air Force was 
politically assassinated and I would request that you not allow 
innocent civilians and military personnel suffer in the same 
manner for the sake of political power. 

Very t r u l y  yours ,  
.3 

Shirley dilkeary I 
12 Graves Lane 
Plattsburgh, New York 12901 



60 MARGARET STREET 
P. 0. Box 30443 

PLATTSBURGH, NEW YORK 12801-3043 

t 518-561-8800 

FAX 
518-581-8861 

April 27, 1995 

Alan Dixon 
BRACC Chairman 
Suite 1425 
1700 North Moore Street 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

As I am sure you are aware, Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
is and has been for many years a prime military establishment, 
one that was recommended for improvement by the Department of 
Defense and closed by political power. We are located in an area 
of room for enlargement, already have a very modern updated 
military base, light air traffic and a strategic military 
location. 

Therefore, I am writing this letter to request that the 
BRACC Committee add Plattsburgh Air Force Base to the 1995 list 
for reconsideration. 

MAB: sak 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Very truly y u r s ,  

\ /' 



April 27, 1995 

Alan Dixon 
BRACC Chairman 
Suite 1425 
1700 North Moore Street 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I am writing this letter to ask that the BRACC 
Committee add Plattsburgh Air Force Base to the 1995 list for 
reconsideration. 

As I am sure you are aware, Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
was recommended by the Department of Defense for the Mobile Air 
Wing and was placed on the closure list by the politicians. 
Please reconsider the nCadillacw of military establishments at 
this time. 

Very ,truly yours, 

/ Donna Barnaby 
Ellenburg Depot, NY 12 



I 
Jody A. Fessette 

74 Cemetery Road 
Plattsburgh, NY 1290 1 

April 10, 1995 

Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman, BRACC 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 

Would you please consider the redirect of Plattsburgh Air Force Base for any mission within the 
defense department. 

Plattsburgh has a lot t o  offer. The area is beautiful with lots of open skies for training missions 
and the base has beautiful facilities. 

Thank you for any consideration you may give us. 



WILLOW HILL FARM 
Keeseville, NewYork 

12944 
FROM: Gerald B. Edwards Lt .Col. USAF, (Ret) 
TO: Hon Alan Dixon 

BRACC Chairman 
1700 North Moore Street Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon; 

This is an urgent plea to you to save Plattsburgh Air Force Base. 

I commanded Strategic Air Refueling units at Plattsburgh AFB and at 
Ernest Harmon AFB in New Foundland for five years, and I commanded the 1st 
Military Airlift Squadron at Dover AFB, Delaware for five years, accruing 
10,000 command pilot hours in the process. 

My extensive background in aerial tanker and heavy airlift 
operations, and my detailed knowledge of all the major Air Force Bases in the 
Northeast, make me uniquely qualified to state emphatically that Plattsburgh 
AFB is my first choice for retention and for the location of the new AMC 
organization and aircraft. No other base comes close in terms of weather, 
parking ramp space, proximity to Europe and the Middle East on the Great 
Circle Courses, condition of all base facilities, proximity to the civilian 
community, and the outstanding relationship between base personnel and local 
people and businesses. 

It is no secret that the U.S. Air Force regards Plattsburgh AFB as 
one its stellar facilities, and has long earmarked the base for retention and 
continued upgrading. If an Air Force wide poll were taken, you would find that 
almost nobody likes McGuire AFB for many reasons. i.e. location far from any 
decent town, bad weather, poor field conditions, dense civilian air traffic 
causing repetitive delays in take off and landing, no close, supportive 
civilian community, and industrially polluted waterways nearby. 

Plattsburgh AFB was retained by two previous Base Closure 
Commissions that clearly stated that Plattsburgh AFB was second to none and 
should definitely be retained. 

The most recent commission, in spite of the above facts, and with 
no previous plan to review Plattsburgh AFB again, suddenly decided to "take 
another look", and added Plattsburgh AFB to their list of bases to be 
scrutinized for possible closure. Then, with almost no visible inspection, six 
Commissioners from New Jersey voted to close Plattsburgh AFB. This, in the 
face of all previous recommendations and despite the fact that the USAF 
clearly wanted to retain Plattsburgh AFB. 

It will cost hundreds of millions of defense dollars to upgrade 
McGuire AFB to anything even approaching the quality of Plattsburgh AFB. I 
speak from years of personal knowledge and experience. I also speak as a 
taxpayer and voter who deplores the thought of losing this magnificent 
facility with its long history and extraordinary future value. 

Thank you for your ttention and posit corrective action. 

Ar-rz 3, L u e t l  
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Win incentive flight for recruiting, page 4 

Flyover 91 Pittsburgh US. 1 th Air Airlift Force International Wing Reserve Airport March VOI. 34 NO. 1995 3 - 
Pittsburgk delivers aid to Haiti 
By ~ ~ g t .  Larry Lehew 
Editor 

The 9 1 I th Airlift Wing has a reputa- 
tion of helping those in need and the 
people of Haiti are no exception. 

On Feb. 10, a 911th AW C-130 air- 
craft transported approximately 30,000 
pounds of humanitarian supplies des- 
tined for distribution to peasant families 
in rural Haiti. 

Supplies were donated by Pittsburgh 
area's Mount Lebanon United Method- 
ist Church and other Western Pennsyl- 
vania churches. 

Under the U.S. Agency for Interna- 
tional Development's Denton Program 
for Space Available Transportation of 
Humanitarian Supplies to Foreign 
Countries, the 91 1 th received authoriza- 
tion for the Haiti flight. 

Items sent were: 
1 13,080 pounds of  non-perishable 

food items, 
9,000 pounds of fertilizer, 
1,000 pounds each of bean and 
potato seed, 
1 100 each of hoes, rakes, shovels 

and pick axes, 
20 pounds each of cabbage, beet, 
okra and carrot seed, and 
10 pounds each of brussel sprout, 
onion, tomato and mustard seed. 

The goods were delivered to Port Au 
Prince, Haiti, and were assigned to the 
care of ofticials of the Eglise Methodiste 
dlHaite,  the counterpart Methodist 
church in that country. 

The 91 Ith aircrew included: Lt. Col. 
Gary H. Schisler, pilot and mission com- 
mander; 2nd Lt. John E. Elsey 11, co-pi- 
lot; Capt. Philip M. Costello, navigator; 
TSgt. Michael A. DeRiggi. flight engi- 
neer; and MSgt. James E. Bortmes and 
SrA. Eric J. Hebb, both loadmasters. 

I -- 
I 

Photo by TSgt. Lany Lehew 
SSgt. Charles Travis, 33rd Aerial Port Squadron cargo processor, 
loads picks on one of five pallets bound for Haiti. 



From the wing commander 

Reaching toward our vision 
For the 91 1 th Airlift Wing, this is the year we take a giant 

step toward our vision "to be the world's most respected airlift 
organization." 

We're challenged to lead the Air Force Reserve transition 
from compliance-based inspections to quality assessments. 

This month, the 10th Air Force team will arrive to conduct a 
staff assistance visit complete with checklists for most work 
areas. This will give us a snapshot of our current activities based 
on traditional inspection goals and objectives. 

In August, the Headquarters AFRES quality assessment 
team will be here to review our self-assessment. We are the first 
Reserve C-130 unit to receive a quality assessment and our 
results will help other units benchmark for future assessments. 

This will be a demanding period for our wing, but it is also 
a time to show O L ~  greatest strengths. I would ask each unit and 
work section to review your work processes, talk with your 
customers and suppliers about improving those processes, and 
organizing metrics to measure your progress. 

The one comnon denominator in both the SAV and the 
QAFA is continuous improvement. These visits from 10th Air 
Force and AFRES are opportunities to show our best efforts and 
the outstanding job we're doing in carrying out our airlift 
mission. 

Cot. Thomas W. Spencer 
Commander, 911th Airlift Wing 

Air Force Reserve top issues 
Quality of life is a Requisite resources 

Congress has expressed concern that the Reserve components 
are assuming additional miss~ons without additional resources. number one priority This issue becomes more important as the country places more 
reliance on the Reserve components as the active side draws 

Quality of life down. AFRES i:, eager to assume new missions and takings 

People are the Air Force Reserve's most important resource. but musf receive the a(:com~an~ing funds and personnel. 

To maintain its history of success, AFRES must be able to 
recruit and retain the best and brightest young people. Quality 
of life issues are a big key to doing that. The focus is on the 
following areas: entitlements, improved quarters, family serv- 
ices and reducing personnel turbulence. 

Readiness 
The men and women of the Air Force Reserve continue to 

play a major role in our nation's involvement around the world 
and at home. On any day of the year, Air Force reservists can 
be found at work on --or over-- every continent in the world. 
The greater the participation, the broader AFRES's experience 
base becomes. Reserve skills become sharpened with use, and 
it becomes better able to serve the nation. Readiness is nothing 
new to AFRES. It has demonstrated its readiness for years, 
responding, mission-ready, on short notice, exactly as adver- 
tised. However, AFRES must closely monitor its resources in 
this era of drawdown and decreasing budgets to preserve its 
current readiness. 

Equipment modernization 
Congress appropriated $25 million for Air Force Reserve 

miscellaneous equipment this year. Congressional help in the 
past has provided us with aircraft and upgrades which have 
enhanced the ability to fly anywhere in the world on a moment's 
notice. Modern equipment directly impacts readiness. The Air i 
Reserve Components must continue to receive modern equip- 
ment at the same rate as the active-duty Air Force. This is 
another area that must be closely watched in this era of draw- 
down and decreasing investment budgets. 1 
Employer support 

Employers are an inlegal part of the Reserve triad (reservists, 
their families and their employers). AFRES has vigorously 
pursued feedback from employers, and they have expressed an 
interest in monetary relief. To support Reserve employers, Rep. 
Michael Bilirakis (R-Fla.) has introduced HR471, a bill which 
provides a tax credit to employers of members of the ready 
Reserve or National Guard. 

Flvover 
I 

This funded Air Force Reserve newspaper is an authorized publication 
for members of the U.S. military services. Contents of the Fly0~0r  are not 
necessarily the official views of, or endorsed by, the U.S. government, the 
Department of Defense or the Department of the Air Force. All photographs 
are U.S. Air Force photographs unless noted. Editorial content and photo- 
graphs are provided by the 91 Ith Airlift Wing, Public Affairs, Pittsburgh 
International Airport ARS, 316 Defense Ave., Suite 101, Coraopolis, PA 
15 108-4403. 
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Keeping units up to date on world situations 

Intelligence tells the tale 
By SSgt. Gary E. Arasin Jr. 
Staff writer - 

Enemy aircraft thundered by the C- 130H "Hercules" as crew 
member; watched in amazement. One of the crew members 
hollers it was a MiG-29 then points to the hillside to identify the 
surface-to-air missile site. "It was a good thing those intelligence 
guys were able to let us know what we could expect here," said 
the pilot with a sigh of relief. 

This may not be a "typical situation" but helping crews learn 
about hazards in areas where they are traveling is the "typical 
job" of the intelligence office. 

"Our major responsibility is to support the commander and 
the battle staff," said Lt. Col. Thomas M. Keating, 91 1th Airlift 
Wing chief of intelligence. 

"We keep them up to date on world situations such as local 
politics, economics and military and terrorist affairs. We train 
aircrews from the 758th Airlift Squadron, the 91 I th Aeromedi- 
cal Evacuation Squadron or any other unit which goes abroad 
on recognition of enemy weapons systems and other things such 
as escape and evasion tactics. 

"For example, we briefed everyone from the base before they 
deployed for Operation Desert Shield and Desert Storm. We 
have to be prepared to brief anyone at anytime," he said. 

Much has changed over the years for intelligence. Maj. 
Michael J. Dvorchak, intelligence officer, said, "You see major 
changes in the way business is done having gone from grease 
pencils and laminated maps to the 'information superhighway' 
-- high-speed computers and laser disks. 

"Maps which once filled an entire room now fit on laser disks. 
You also get a good deal more accurate with the new technology. 
We have maps which go to street level in accuracy," said 
Dvorchak. 

The types of media the infor- 
mation is seen on aren't the only 
changes the intelligence field 
has seen over the years. Capt. 
Dean W. Chester, intelligence 
officer, said, "With the end of the 
Cold War, there isn't a singular 
enemy to concentrate on any 
more. Now there are multiple 
enemies and conflicts which 
could arise at any time. You al- 
most have to become a specialist 
on one single area because there 
are too many areas to learn 
about. You redly have to keep 
up on current affairs." 

Keating said message traffic 
is heavy. While they used to get 
four to six messages a day, now 
10, 12 or 15 daily messages are 
common. Dvorchak stated, "To 
stay on top of things, you can't 
just look at things just here at the 

office. For instance, while at home I use such sources as America 
On-Line which is a computer information network." 

The changes help intelligence do things in more proficiently, 
which in turn helps its customers -- 91 1 th airlifters deploying on 
missions. "The cardinal sin is telling someone false information. 
Our credibility lies in knowing our 'stuff.' We make sure the 
information is up-to-date and accurate because the lives of our 
troops often depend on it," explained Keating. 

Experience contributes to the success of the office. Between 
them, Keating and CMSgt. Patrick E. Hines, intelligence 
NCOIC, have 50 years of experience. 

Keating, as a young intelligence officer in the 1970s briefed 
the final Air Force mission in Southeast Asia. Chester was the 
first Air Force Reserve intelligence officer in Sarajevo. 

In addition to numerous individual awards, the office was 
commended from retired Gen. Hansford T. Johnson, former Air 
Mobility Command commander, on its ability to analyze and 
disseminate critical information. SSgt. Miles E. Palaszdeployed 
to Exercise Wild Stallion with the security police, and MSgt. 
Carl T. Hughes Jr. attended Exercise Ridge Runner to learn 
escape and evasion techniques. 

Life's not all roses and awards in intelligence. "There are 
many difficult aspects of the job," said Chester, "We have to 
balance support for operations with activities such as maintain- 
ing knowledge and training to keep up with technology." Palasz 
added, "This is even more difficult because o f  the amount of 
information and the fact there is no specific enemy anymore." 

Keating said, "Because of the our ability to keep up on this 
information and because of the variety of backgrounds which 
make up our office, we've been able to prove successful and 
keep our members knowledgeable and safe." 

Photo by Sat. Wanen Pork 
Maj. Michael J. Dvorchak, left, and SSgt. Miles E. Palasz plot a set of coordi- 
nates from a message to a map. 



Commander's recruiting drive launched 

'You are our best recruiter!' 
By MSgt. Patrick E. Clarke 
NCOIC, Public Affairs 

You are our best recruiter! 
Which isn't to sav that SMSrrt. Bill Neal, senior recruiter, 

MSgt. Marge ~off&an, office &anager and TSgt. Jerry 
Narigon, recruiter, are poor salespeople. 

But, as Neal explained, "Unit members are the best recruit- 
ers we could have. They know the program and present it in a 
good light. Obviously, they see good reason to stay in." 

Now, 91 1 th members will get a structured opportunity to 
show their stuff as recruiters &ring the cornrn&der9s First 
Ever Recruiting Drive. 

Between now and September the top six winners and 
squadron will be honored. Among the incentives (more will 
be announced at a later date) are three incentive flights to any- 
where in the world wing C-130s are already flying. The mem- 
ber would be on a TDY status. 

A point system has been established in which one point 
will be awarded for a referral. Ten points will be awarded 
when that referral becomes an accession (enlistment or assign- 
ment). And five additional points will be awarded if that ac- 
cession is fully qualified for a vacant position. 

Everyone is encouraged to contact their orderly room or 
the recruiters in Bldg. 208 for the tan-colored recruiter refer- 
ral cards or use the form below. For information contact Neal 
at ext. 8555 or Lt. Col. Charles Holsworth, wing assistant 
vice-commander, ext. 8506. 

With downsizing, and the fact that the 91 1th is 102.7 per- 
cent manned, why the push for new recruits? "The atrnos- 

r - - - - -  
US.  Air Force Reserve 

911th A W M  
Pittsburgh IAP ARS 

-1 
I Recruiter Referral 

Please fill out this form and return it to the address below or 
I 

I call (412) 474-8555 or 1-800-217-1041. 

Name Age 
I 

I Address I 
City State Zip 

I Work phone Home phone 1 
I Prior service: Y N Date of birth-- 

Rank- Sex: I 
If prior service: What branch - AFSC/MOS-. 

I Referred by: Name I 
Unit Phone 1 Mail to: 91 1 th AWlRS 

Pittsburgh IAP ARS 
3 1 6 Defense Ave STE 10 1 

I 
L Coraopolis PA 15 108-4403 - - - -  

Photo by SSgt. Wanen Park 
Reserve recruiter, Egt. Jerry Narigon, reviews an 
inprocessing packet with SSgt. Richcrrd Mennell 
during his first d a y  assigned to the 9 I Ifh AirlHt Wing. 

phere is that a lot of people don't have an interest in joining," 
said Neal. He continued, "I attribute that to negative press on 
people returning from Desert Storm and Desert Shield and al- 
legedly not getting needed medical caie. Plus the impression 
that the military isn't a secure career option is a factor."' 

"The concern is the trend. We have to start now or we'll 
find ourselves u~iderrnanned in the future," said Holsworth. 
As to the idea of' 102.7 percent manning, "We have overages 
that give us over 100 percent manning on paper, but some spe- 
cialties still are undermanned." 

"We have jobs open in everything from air transportation 
to communications, including some bonus Air Force Spe- 
cialty Codes." said Neal. 

Accessing one non-prior service individual could take any- 
where from three weeks to three months, according to Hoff- 
man. So the recruiters perform a constant juggling act, in ad- 
dition to a busy speaking schedule at area high schools. 

They develoj~ed an informational binder explaining the en- 
tire reserve program that high school counselors can keep. 
Neal encourages any 91 1th members that are in touch with 
high schools to stop down to Bldg. 208 and pick up a binder. 

"With these binders, they've got us at their fingertips," 
said Neal. "We've got a good product and we know it. We 
don't have to bug people." 

Their product is so good that Hoffman almost enlisted an 
entire family. The father, daughter, son and the son's best 
friend all enlisted with Hoffman. The mom, unfortunately, 
was too old. "One more person, and they could have formed 
their own basketball team," she said laughingly. 

Now, the commander's question is, can any the 91 1 th's 
reservists/recruiters top that? 



March 1995 Flyover 5 

Team comprised of reservists from all walks of life set to tackle tough issues 

Baton passes to new Life Cycle Team 
The initial team paved the way with some success stories. 

I t  will enhance the quality of life for Air Force Reservists. Some ideas came to life. To name a few, the relocation policy 
It will help Air Force Reservists have happier, healthier, more has been changed from six months to one year; reservists can 
rewarding careers. now receive GI Bill reimbursements for advanced degrees; a 

No, it's not an exercise machine, as its name might lead you Reserve Life Cycle Pamphlet was published and distributed to 
to believe. It's the Air Force Reserve Life Cycle Process Action all units to help reservists pian their careers better; and the 
Team. The 19-member team, chaired by Col. John M. Danahy, Department of Defense is reviewing a plan for group den- 
512th Airlift Wing vice commander, is comprised of reservists tallmedical insurance at group rates for reservists. This plan 
from across the United States and would be at no cost to the govern- 
includes people from all walks of team is a ment. 
1:ca m 
1116. 

"We have a diverse WUP of example of the efforts of . l 'he  new team is tackling 
people who bring a wide variety of tough issues. The biggest chal- 
experience and talent to .the table, AFREs leadership fo spread Ienge is to explore cost effective 

ways to meet increasing demands 
both in their miliiary and a quality culture throughout ,laced tditional reservists, 
civilian careers, Danahy said. 
'emat's one of the nasons they were OUT wings, by involving all Qing juggle m i l i r a ~  and civil- 

selected. " Team members were ian careers and family issues. 
nominated by their wing command- of US in the P ~ O C ~ S S ~ S  Time becomes reservists' toughest 
ers and will serve for two years. affecting our people. " enemy as they try to balance a qua]- 

"I nominated MSgt. Judith P. ity of life with military and per- 
Patton, public affairs reporter, to sonal commitments. Although the 
work on the team for several rea- COI. Thomas W. Spencer team will meet formally three or 
sons, not the least of which is the 91 l th  Airlift Wing commander four times a year, team members 

fact that she's been so involved in understand that to see results and 
share success stories during their 

imbedding quality processes here at the wing," said Col. tenlm, each member will have to commit to hard on 
Thomas W. Spencer, 91 1th Airlift Wing commander. - these issues through the year to make a difference. 

'l'he original process action team formed in May 1992, with "This team is iwonderful example of the efforts of AFRES 
a specific mission to examine the "career life cycleM of a leadership to spread a quality culture throughout our wings, by 
"traditionalv Just as the name hints of a kind of involving all of us in the processes affecting our people. I'm 
renewal of life, the initial team served its tenure and passed the sure we can expect even more progress from the new Life Cycle 
baton to the new t-, which met in January at Headquarters Team than its predecessor ... and that is good news for all of us," 
AFRES, Robins AF;B, Ga. said Spencer. "Patton is the 91 1th representative. Feel free to 

share your ideas with her." (911th AWIPA) 
I 

Getting ready 
Maj. Jill Schmidlkofer, Head- 
quarters Air Force Reserve 
Professional Development 
Center, gives members of the 
9 1 I th Airlift Wing Self Assess- 
ment Team information 
required to prepare for the 
wing's August QuaIity Air Force 
Assessment. The 9 1 1 th A W will 
be the first Reserve C- 130 unit 
that receives the new style 
AFRES inspection team. Photo by TSgt. Bruce Maihle 
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State of the Air Force address 
By Sheila E. Widnall, Secretary of the Air Force 

(Second in a two-part series) bilities. The B-2's stealth and large pay load will deliver massive 
PRESERVING COMBAT READINESS firepower in the opening hours of a war. Followed bv the B-1 -~ - 

and the B-52 witti enhanced PGM, the bomber fort; gives us 
High peacetime operations tempos have created new chal- critical leverage in a conflict and a responsive swing capability 

lenges in terms of combat readiness. Heavily tasked units have if a second fight erupts. 
fewer opportunities to hone their complete repertoire of combat Finally, effective space systems will allow us to establish and 
skills. Delayed or inadequate funding for contingency operations maintain informal ion dominance. Our space forces are central has created readiness setbacks in some weapons systems. Fi- 

to the revolution in military operations: the gathering, process- 
nally, high deployment rates are a significant source of stress on ing and disseminating of information on a global basis. 
our people. We have three goal:; in space: provide reliable, routine space 

We're working support to the war 
hard to overcome these f ighter ;  improve 
challenges by broad- military coopera- 
ening support bases for tion with civilian 
affected platforms, tar- space efforts; and 
geting family support make space launch 
for affected units, dis- routine and afford- 
tributing deployment able. These ideas 
burdens through our are already coalesc- Palace Tenure Pro- ing into a space war- 
gram, and working fare center, a space 
with our Air National test program, and 
Guard and Air Force negotiations for the 
Reserve partners to development of a 
further balance mis- commercial space- 
sion loads across the port. 
Total Force. We're 
also promoting higher 

THE WAY 

states of readiness 
AHEAD 

through better readi- T h e  Air Force of 
ness forecasting and 1995 is well pos- 
improved logistical tured for the next 
methtds. century. Our objec- 

Finally, we have tives are clear, our 
not compronlised on plans are workable, 
combat training. and I 'm certain 
Simulated wartime we' l l  overcome 
scenarios are not a lux- emerging chal- 
ury, but a necessity. lenges. Faced with 
Realistic daily train- increasing demands 
ing, flag operations, and dwindling re- 
and large composite sources, one over- 
fi~rce operations are key. We continually look for ways to riding considerat~on is that we recognize the importance ofjoint 
pmvide realistic training that is also cost-effective and environ- solutions. Each service must strive to be a team within a team. 
mentally sound. Only then will we be able to reduce unnecessary duplication and 

BUILDING FOR THE FUTURE get the most fro111 our defense bud~et.  
Let me close with ;l salute to the ken and women of the United 

Long-range planning is key to our future. We're developing 
25-year njadniaps to predict our modernization needs. Our States Air Force. I've traveled to bases worldwide and seen them 

in action. I've talkecl with new recruits, enlisted personnel, and 
objectives cover the areas of rapid global mobility, air supe- young officers, and listened to their concerns, career goals, and riority, surface attack, and information dominance. aspirations. 

The C- 17 is a success story, replacing the C-141 at lower 
operating costs while delivering C-5-type payloads into C- 130- 

Air Force people are dedicated, well trained, totally profes- 

size airfields. For air superiority, the F-22 is our top modern- 
sional and extrernelq good at what they do. They represent the 

ization objec~ive. Its integration of stealth, supercruise, and 
highest ideals of American society. I'm proud of them and 

advanced avionics will dominate the skies of the future. 
heartened that they are helping shape our nation's future. 

Stealth and precision are also hallmarks of our surface capa- 
( AFNS) 
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For the health of it 
Tips for smart eating 

Nutrition plays an important role in also boost dental health. Help 
keeping our minds and bodies in good prevent tooth decay, gum disease 
condition. Here are some tips for and other troubles by choosing 
healthy eating: fruits, vegetables, whole grains, 

Eat foods low in saturated fat and low-fat dairy products and lean 
cholesterol and high in complex meats. 
carbohydrates. Wellness words--if you indulge in a 
Eliminate butter and heavy sweet snack, eat an ounce of low-fat or 
sauces on bread and pasta. non-fat cheese afterwards. This neu- 
Eat small, frequent meals. It's a tralizes cavity-causing acids. (911th 
healthy alternative. ASTS Nursing Service) 
Eating nutrient-rich foods can 

Budget proposal 
has pay raise 

WASHINGTON -- President Clinton 
released his Fiscal Year 1996-97 defense 
budget proposal Feb. 6. 

For 1996 the request seeks $246 bil- 
lion in budget authority and $250 billion 
in outlays for the Department of Defense. 
The Air Force portion of the budget is 
$72.9 million. 

The budget calls for a 2.4 percent pay 
raise for FY 96 and a 3.1 percent hike in 
FY 97. 

Proposed funding supports greater use 
of Reserve forces for peacetime opera- 
tions. Another item of interest is the ex- 

Base club making many changes for customers pansion of child-care spaces. Under the 
The base consolidated club has many improvements in store to increase business "~ i s s ion  Readiness" concept, readiness 

and better serve customers. 
"We value our customers," said Ruth Cassidy, services manager. "We are in the 

process of having a new state-of-the-art sound system installed. This will allow us to 
play compact discs, tapes, the radio, and provide a paging system. 

"We are getting new carpet, bar stools and tables. We've also purchased overheads, 
easels, a wide-screen TV' and white board for meetings," she said. 

"We look forward to our new look, and meeting our customers in our warm friendly 
atmosphere." 

Saint Patrick's Day 
March 17,1995 

funding for Guard and ~ e s e i v e  units will 
be determined by how early in a crisis 
they are scheduled to deploy. 

An added benefit is more realistic 
training for reservists, creating a double 
payoff for dollars spent. Congress will 
determine how much funding it intends to 
appropriate to DOD. (AFRESNS) 

Gulf war vets help 
The Department of Veterans Affairs 

started a new VA Persian Gulf Informa- 
tion Center in St. Louis in February. 

Gulf vets and their familics can get 
free, direct access to information by dial- 
ing 1-800-PGW-VETS. (AFRESNS) 

Credit card policy explained 
Base finance officials are hoping re- 

servists either have or have applied for 
the American Express Charge Card to 
use for travel. As of Feb. 20, they say, no 
more cash advances can be given out for 
temporary duty travel. 

As of Oct. 1, 1994 all reservists be- 
came eligible for the card regardless of 
rank or how much they travel. The card 
offers flexibility with automatic teller 
machine privileges and traveler cheques. 

"Using the card is limited to official 
business and not for personal use," said 
Connie Withrow, base accounting offi- 
cer and American Express monitor. 
"Abuse of the card could result in having 
the card suspended or revoked and pos- 
sible disciplinary action." 

Cash withdrawals from an ATM are 
limited to $500 per week and /or $250 per 
day. This money should be to cover only 
the cost of meals and incidental ex- 
penses, she said. Lodging, rental cars, 

airline tickets, and other "receipt" items 
should be charged directly to the card. 
The Air Force Reserve receives a rebate 
for all authorized expenses charged di- 
rectly to the card. 

A 2.75 percent fee is charged for all 
cash advances, said Withrow. "This is 
reimbursable on your travel voucher. It 
should be claimed under reimbursable 
expenses and must be supported by the 
original ATM slip plus one copy," she 
said. 

To figure this out, she said to multiply 
the amount of cash withdrawn by 0.0275 
and claim only this amount. In addition, 
if a terminal fee is charged for using the 
machine, that may also be claimed and is 
reimbursable. 

When a reservist receives a bill for 
using the card, i t  states it's due on receipt. 
"Every account has 30 days between bill- 
ing cycles," said Withrow. "No account 
is considered delinquent until the billing 

cycle closes. Even then, no delinquency 
listings are posted and no suspensions 
take place until the next billing cycle 
closes. This is at the 60-day delinquency 
point." 

Reservists on long tours of more than 
45 days will file interim vouchers every 
30 days to stay current on American Ex- 
press payments. "These are paid as ad- 
vances, not settlement vouchers," she 
said. "Be sure to turn in any copies of 
interim payments to the travel section 
along with your final travel voucher 
when you return." 

Withrow said she will intercede on a 
reservist's behalf if there are uncon- 
trollable circumstances delaying pay - 
ments. 

For information on the American Ex- 
press Charge Card Program, contact the 
travel section, Bldg. 403 or call exts. 
8551,8554 or 8550. (911th AWIPA) 
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I I I Promotion 

Name: SSgt. Scott A. Thompson 
Organization: engine shop 
Job: cngine technician 
Job Scope: repair and troubleshoot 

engines 
Hardest job aspect: keeping up 

with all ofthe changes 
Most rewarding job aspect: watch- 

ing the planes take off on time 
Hometown: Clarksburg, W.Va. 
Hobbies: hunting, tishing & medie- 

val re-enactment 
Favorite food: almost anything 
Favorite type of music: rock & 

classical 
If I weren't working right now, I'd 

he ... hunting, fishing or polishing my 
armor. 

SSgt. Scott A. Thompson I 
Recreation notes 

Baskstball action continues 
The Civil Engineering Squadron has 

won big again in intramural basketball. 
Civil Engineering (2-0) blasted 32 

APS (1- I), 32- 16 in the evening's first 
contest. Security Police (1-1) go by Sup- 
ply & Transportation (I-I). In a fierce 
defensive struggle, Services (I - I ) edged 
Aeromedical Staging Squadron (0-2). In 
the nightcap, Mission Support (2-0) 
bested Communications (0-2) by 9 
points. Aeromedical Evacuation Squad- 
ron (0-2) and Logistics (1-1) both suf- 
fered forfeits. 

The March 4 schedule includes: 

5:30 p.m.--ASTS vs. Mission Sup- 
port 

6 p.m.--Logistics vs. Civil Engineer- 
ing 

6:30 p.m.--Services vs. Communica- 
tions 

7 p.m.--AES vs. Supply and Trans- 
portation 

7:30 p.m.--32 APS vs. Security Po- 
lice 

Schedules for billiards and ping pong 
competitions in the new recreation center 
will be determined at the March 4 Sports 
Council meeting at the basegym. (1st Lt. 
Richard Fwe, 911th Services Flight) 

Guest speaker 
Eddie Edwards, owner of WPTT- 
N 22, speaks Feb. 4, at the base 
African-American History Month 
program. The program was in 
memory or Bishop Duane A. 
Darkins, former Pittsburgh city 

Photo by SSgt Warren Park councilman. I 

The following individual was pro- 
rrioted effective Jan. 25: 

To a i rman  f i rs t  class: Jill M. 
C'rowley. 

CCAF graduate 
TSgt. Edward Stokes, 32nd Aerial 

Port Squadron, received an associates de- 
gree recently from the Community Col- 
lege of the Air Force. 

L.ogistics award 
MSgt. Michelle L. Schillig, 91 1 th Lo- 

gistics Support Squadron, has been se- 
lected as Outstanding Logistics Airman 
for the month of January. 

Retirements 
SSgt. Nancy A. Hodge, photographer 

assigned to the 91 1th Communications 
Squadron, retired effective Jan. 3 1 with 
rrrore than 20 years of service. 

TSgt. William J. Wagner was honored 
Feb. 4 and given a 91 1 th plaque for his 
May 1993 retirement. Wagner, a load- 
rnaster, arrived here in 1978 after serving 
on active duty and flying in the C-47, 
C-54, KB-50, RB-57, C-124, RB-66 and 
CT-39. He flew in the C-123K, C-130A 
and C- 130H while with the 91 1 th. 

Air Command and 
Staff College seminar 

Ofticers in the grade of major who are 
interested in participating in an Air Com- 
rnand and Staff College seminar program 
is, urged to contact SMSgt. Joe Kuchera, 
171st Air Refueling Wing base training 
office, ext. 7665 or off-base phone 474- 
7665. 

A seminar is being planned for August 
1995 to June 1996. A minimum of eight 
and maximum of 16 students are needed 
to conduct the seminar propram. For in- 
formation, contact the 91  fib AW base 
tr.aining office, ext. 8736 or 8525, or call 
17 1 st ARW base training office. 

Obituary 
Willie L. Jones, a base security police 

c:mployee for 16 years, died Feb. 4. A 
decorated veteran of the U.S. Army's 
I0 l st Airborne Division, Jones served 
tours of duty in Korea and Vietnam. 

April 1-2 May 6-7 



The 911th Airlift Wing of the Air Force Reserve has had an 
outstanding history of being able to do "whatever it takestt to get 
the job done. This unit, located at the Pittsburgh International 
Airport, has shown an amazing ability to convert from one aircraft 
to another since it was first established in the mid-40s. It has 
flown cargo planes, interceptors, and in recent decades converted 
from the huge C-124 Cargomaster, to the small C-123 Provider, to 
the tactical airlift C-130A Hercules, all with no difficulty. Most 
recently, it modernized with production line C-130H model aircraft, 
and added ECM defensive systems. These conversions all took place 
with no problems. 

The 911th has also converted units and missions with no 
problem, the most recent addition being a satellite communication 
unit that requires highly qualified people. It added a detached 
unit in Morgantown, WV. It expanded manning in civil engineering, 
medical, and security, among others. The accessibility of 
reservist, available for mobilization, is evident, as demonstrated 
by the 911th'~ support of Desert Storm and many other operations. 
Through this all, the 911th has maintained superb manning, well 
above the national average for reserve units. 

These accomplishments have all been done from one of the 
smallest federal installations in the military. Although small, it 
provides more services than much larger bases, such as on-base 
housing and physical conditioning facilities. It is configured to 
meet the needs of families, should their loved ones be mobilized 
and sent to defend our great country, into the 21st century. 
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America's oldest 
western theme 
park thrills young 
and old with the 
excitement and 
adventure o f  

You'll never 

Rodeos Pow-Wow Shootouts Rides - Trains, Stages, Horses 
Gift Shops 24-Hour Cafeteria 2 Motels 

First Class Campsite Adjacent 24-Hour Gas Station 

FROM: MEMORIAL DAY THROUGH JUNE 22ND 
10:OO AM - 4:30 PM 

FROM: JUNE 23RD THROUGH LABOR DAY 
Seven Days a Week 9 : 3 0  AM TO 5:30 PM Daily 

FRONTIER TOWN 
Just Off Exit 29 of 1-87 (The Adirondack Northway) 

(518) 532-7181 

Ausable Chasm is probably America's oldest orga- 
nized tourist attraction, having been open to the public 
since 1870. 

In concord with naturevou can exolore evervfeature 
of this impressive scenic*wonder. YOU proceed along Elephant's Head 

stone galleries with stairs both up and down; along steel bridgesthat cross and recross 
the mighty gorge at various elevations. Your walk passes massive stone formations 
sculptured by nature intovariedand majesticforms. By resemblance orwhim, the most 
famous is Elephant's Head rising far above the river, is a "must" for camera fans. 

Your walk ends at Table Rock. Here begins a thrilling Boat Ride. The sturdy bateaux 
are managed by boatmen who have performed this skill for many years. Down through 
the Grand Flume you glide, where the water flows placidly between towering cliffs 
scarcely 20feet apart. On past the gigantic Sentry Box, by the Broken Needle, speeding 
through long rapids, around another deep Basin, into a second wall-enclosed Flume 
and then short, exciting rapids and a long glide to the boat landing at the Chasm's lower 
end. A bus conveys you back to the Entrance Building and parking area. 

' The Ausable Chasm is open daty from Memorial Day Weekend thru cdumh Day 9 AM to 4 P.M. 
Ausable Chasm, P.O. Box 490, New York 1291 1 @ 51 843-7554 - W537-1211 

High Falls Gorge 
- 

Wilmington, NY 

It's Spectacular! 
Over a billion years ago, nature formed the spectacular wonder 

that is High Falls Gorge. Here the sparkling waters of the Ausable 
River rush over ancient granite rocks to explode down deep 
crevices in their rapid descent thru the gorge. In all, over 600 feet 
of cascading waterfalls flow deep within a natural fissure, carved 
by the forces of ice, water and wind. 

Bring your camera ... High Falls Gorge has modern bridges, 
paths and convenient platforms from which to record your visit. 
Self-guided tours allow you to set your own pace. See ancient and 
exotic wild flowers and ferns. View rock formations that were 
carved before the existence of man. It's a living lesson in natural 
history. But most of all, it is a panorama of unharnessed energy 
and rugged beauty that you'll never forget. 

Open Memorial Day weekend to Columbus Day, 9 AM to 4:45 PM 
July & August, 9 AM to 4: 15 PM other times. 

High Falls Gorge is located on Route 86 between Wilmington 
and Lake Placid. (518) 946-2278 

at  a restored military fort, originally built by Qukbkcois in 
1755, successfully defended by Montcalm in 1758, taken 
by the British in 1759, and captured by Ethan Allen in 177! 
Rich museum collections illuminate the Seven Years War 
and  the American Revolution in the valleys of Lake Cham 
and  Lake George. 

Museum shop, restaurant, boarding for historic cruise on 
Open daily mid-May through mid-October. CHILDREN 
From 1-87 at Exit 28, drive 18 miles east on Rt. 74. 
From Vermont, cross the Lake on the Shoreham ferry. Sld-SaS- 

Lake Champlain 

Explore historic Lake Champlain from 
the deck on the enclosed, all steel, twin 
diesel powered Juniper. See historic Valcour 
Island with its scenic shoreline, marvel at 
the majestic Adirondack and Green Moun- 
tains, and most of all, enjoy yourself. 

1. DAY CRUISE 
Sail beautiful Lake Champlain back into 

history. You will view the site of the Battle 
of Valcour, the first naval engagement of the 
Revolutionary War. View theo1dU.S. Coast 
Guard Lighthouse on Valcour, and see the 
rocky shore that it guards. 

On Crab Island see the monument com- 
memorating theBattleof Plattsburghin 18 14. 
To the west is the Hotel Champlain, now 
Clinton Community College, once used by 
several U.S. Presidents as a summer White 
House. 

Return to Plattsburgh Bay and cross the 
site of Commodore McDonough's brilliant 
victory in 1814. 

At the same time you will pass 
the most scenic areas in the East. Tt 
ravaged south shore of Valcour, t 
bays and coves along the shore, 
majestic Adirondack and Green MI 
make for a beautiful cruise. 

2. STEAK 'N SUNSET CRUISE 
Leaves sixp.m.; returns I0:OOp.n 

a secluded cove on the island; view 
setting over the Adirondacks; relax 
easy listening music; enjoy the ops 
bar, cheese trays, and your favorite 
as your top sirloin and other ent 
charcoaled to your taste. Dancing u 
stars puts thefinishingtouch to atml 
dining experience, one you'll remer 
ever. Reservations, though not ma 
are advisable. 
From May to September 
1 p.m. -Historical Scenic Tour 
6 p.m. nightly - Steak 'n Sunset 

561-8970 1-800-388-89 
Foot o f  Dock St at Plattsburgh 

MORE 
ONDACK GREAT CAMP 

At the turn of the century and for 50 years following, 
it was the wilderness retreat of the Vanderbilts. Now 
listed on the National Register of Historical Places, 
Sagamore's 29-building complex dating from 1897 is open 
for tours, educational programs, and Elderhostels. FREE 
brochure available. 

Tours include a walking tour of the rustic, bark- 
covered guest buildings and the and the red framed 
buildings of the workers. Bookstore and snack shop are 
open for your convenience. 

Off Route 28 just 12 miles from the Adirondack 
Museum, tours are conducted daily at 10 a.m. and 1:30 
p.m. from Fourth of July through Labor Day. Weekends 
only, Labor through Columbus Days. Admission is 
charged. Group rates available. 

Reservations at (315) 354-4303, (315) 354-5311. 
R A Q U E T T E  L A K E ,  N E W  Y O R K  1 3 4 3 6  

lake 

ferries r 
"an outdoor adventure" 

enjoy a ferry ride 
in your car  
or on foot 

three crossing between 
grand isle, vt. and plattsburgh, n.y. 

open all year crossing time 1 2  mins. 

burlington, vt. and port kent, n.y. 
open mid-may-oct. crossing time 1 hour 

charlotte, vt. and essex, n.y. 
early april - early january crossing time 2 0  mins. 

info. - 802-864-9804 
king street dock 

burlington, vt 0540 1 

SANTISS 
WORKSHOP 
NORTH BOLE, Y4.X 

The magic of Christmas comes alive again when you visit 
Santa's home and workshop, a village of alpine flavor nestled 
3n the side of Whiteface Mountain. 

Meet his storybook friends and pet his live reindeer. See his 
busy craftsmen, the candymaker, glassblower, candlemaker, 
and hat and stocking maker. Enjoy the children's rides, shows 
and pageantry that will put a twinkle in your child's eye. A full 
day's entertainment in a magical land that will delight the 
whole family. 

Open Memorial Day weekend to Columbus Day, 9:30 AM to 
5 PM daily July and August, with reduced activities, hours and 
rates Spring and Fall. 

Santa's Workshop is located on the approach to Whiteface 
Memorial Highway (Rte. 43 1 ) in the Town of Wilmington, 12 
mile< nnr th~aqt  n f  I.ake Placid. (5181 946-2211 

A EXPLORE - FISH - PICNIC 
A GEODE CUTTING 
A FABULOUS ROCK SHOP 
A PHOTOGRAPHER'S DELIGHT 
A UNIQUE GIFTS 

An educational rewarding self-guided 
FUN experience for the whole family ! 

Caues*Gorge*LUaterfaIls.Nature Trails.Potholes.Grottoes 
O p e n  M e m o r i a l  - C o l u m b u s  Ho l iday  9 A M  - d u s k  

Admissions good for t h e  en t i re  s e a s o n  

P R E S E N T  A D  FOR S P E C I A L  D I S C O U N T  

1-87 EXIT 26 Pottersville, NY 
( 518 ) 494 - CAVE 112 hr no. of Lake George 

Departure 13h30 / Return 

Join us for a cruis 

Let our  g u i d e  explains th 
Les Croitieres and the scenery with its u 

Richelieu shores and magn i f i c ien t  
30 Minutes W e  travel  up the river 
North of the Border 
Down Town 

b e f o r e  cal l ing at i le-aux 

St-Jean-sur-Richelieu an hour dur ing w h i c h  y o u  
DAllY 
JULY AND AUG 



FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
ABOUT THE LAKE CHAMPLAIN REGION CON 

Lake Champlain Regional Chamber of Com~ 
PO Box 453, Burlington, VT 05402 802-863-3489 

Vermont Chamber of Commerce 
PO Box 37, Montpelier, VT 05601-0037 802-223-3. 

Addison County Chamber of Commerce 
2 Court Street, Middlebury, VT 05753 802-388-79 

Whiteface Mtn. Chamber of Commerce 
PO Box 277, Wilmington, NY 12997 800-356-SKI: 

Plattsburgh & Clinton County Chamber of Commerc~ 
PO Box 310, Plattsburgh, NY 12901 518-563-1000 

Essex County Dept of Tourism 
RR1 Box 220, Crown Point, NY 12928 518-597-46 

Ticonderoga Area Chamber of Commerce 
PO Box 70, Ticonderoga, NY 12883 518-585-6619 

Planning, Tourism & Community Development 
PO Box 771, Indian Lake, NY 12842 518-648-5239 

Schroon Lake Chamber of Commerce 
South Avenue, Schroon Lake, NY 12870 518-532- 

Lake Placid Visitors' Bureau 
Olympic Center, Lake Placid, NY 12946 800-447-, 

Westport Chamber of Commerce 
Westport, NY 12993 518-962-8383 

ASSOCIATE MEMBERS 

Ticonderoga Heritage Museum 
Box 172, Ticonderoga, NY 12883 518-585-2696 or 
518-585-6366 

Adirondack Center Museum 
Elizabethtown, NY 12932 518-873-6466 

Lake Champlain Maritime Museum 
Basin Harbor, VT 05491 802-475-2317 

Penfield Homestead Museum 
Crown Point (Ironville), NY 12928 518-597-3804 

FRONT COVER PHOTO BY PAUL BOlSVERT, BURLINGTON, VT. 

* Sagamore MAP NOT TO SCALE 



April 19,1995 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1995 Base Realignment and 

Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

Please take some time ftom the ongoing BRACC decisions to review the decisions 
made by the previous BRACC regarding Plattsburgh Air Force Base. It is my opinion that 
this base did not get a fair hearing at that time. 

Leading up to June 24, 1993 all discussions regardmg Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
and those bases "competing" with PAFB concerned the Air Force l ocaw its Air Mobility 
Wing at Plattsburgh. 1 cannot think of any mention in the many hearings that were held as 
to what would happen to the Air Force's air refueling tracks without tanker task force 
support located in a major base in the northeast. 

The main objection to Plattsburgh being the Air Mobihty Wing was location. 
Accordmg to the Air Force and Army location did not play a part as to where the depots 
we= in pmrdmity to the Air Mobility Wing Air Force Base. Therefore, there was no 
"substantial deviation" fiom the criteria. 

All the people of this area are asking for is a fair hearing for Platisburgh Air Force 
Base and its closure. Closure not having been even considered until the last hours and no 
defense from our local team or the Air Force having been prepad and presented. 

Thank you. 

Yours truly, 

Mr. & Mrs. Ernest Smart 
P 0 Box 163 
Cadyvllle NY 129 18 





Ronald C. Wilso 
High School Princip 

(51 8) 643-239 

Mary Lou Zaferakl 
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Stephen J. Tolosk 
Administrative Assista~ 

(51 8) 643-940 
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Dr. Warren E. Grund 
Superintendent of Schools 

(51 8) 643-9494 
Fax (51 8) 643-2043 

April 13, 1995 

Commissioner Alan J. Dixon 
1995 Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Commissioner Dixon: 

It was with deep regret that I heard on Thursday evening, June 24, 1993, that the 1993 
BRAC Commission decided to close Plattsburgh Air Force Base. Believe me, that decision was a 
real downer the night before our Peru Central School District was closing for summer vacation. 
(You see, our school district encompasses a large area of P.A.F.B., so many base dependents 
attend our district schools.) There was no indication at all that P.A.F.B. would close, so the 
eleventh hour decision to close it was a surprise. And, anyone who lives in this area knows it was 
a political decision that was made. It make no sense to me at all that a facility such as P.A.F.B., 
which is in excellent condition, should be closed, particularly since there has always been a good 
relationship between the base and the community. (Ln 1991 the base was saved by the BRAC 
Commission because of the wonderkl "quality of life" in our area.) Also, the site of P.A.F.B. has 
been used by the military for over 200 years, and if it has stood the test of time for that long, it 
seems to me that this strategic military installation should remain. (I have attached an information 
sheet about the history of the site of P.A.F.B.) I also believe that our nation needs to remain 
strong in its defenses, and P.A.F.B. certainly gives our country great protection in the Northeast. 
Without its existence we're leaving the United States very poorly prepared to deter any hture 
enemy attack. We need to keep P.A.F.B. a viable military installation, and therefore I respectfilly 
request that P.A.F.B. be submitted to the 1995 BRAC Commission for reconsideration of its 
closure status. I would appreciate anything you can do to help P.A.F.B. remain open, and I do 
thank you very much for your prompt assistance in this matter of great concern to me. 

Sincerely yours, 

L h n  C. Valenti 
School Library Media Specialist 



MILITARY 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base is one of the oldest 
combat-ready military installations in the 
United States. Its history and traditions stretch 
back to the very founding of the nation. Today, 
as home of the 380th Bomb Wing, it is one of 
the most modern and finest bases in the 
Strategic Air Command. 

1812 First mil i tary camp (temporary 
quarters) for 8000 troops command- 
ed by General Zebulon Pike at Camp 
Saranac. 

1838 First permanent buildings erected. 
Only 2 of these buildings remain: the 
old slone barracks and the small 
brick powder magazine near the 
Military Cemetary. 

1861 Civil War saw this as a rendezvous for 
northern New York troops before 
heading south. 

Brick buildings were erected housing 
Regimental Headquarters, Officer's 
Quarters and 3 barracks on the old 
base. 

The 21st Infantry left Plattsburgh Bar- 
racks for action in Cuba during the 
Spanish-American War. 

191 5- Citizens Training Camp, the "Platts- 
1917 burgh Idea", which became the bir- 

thplace of ROTC. Citizens were train- 
ed to be officers within 90 days for 
service in WW I. 

1944 2000 men were commissioned as 
Naval Officers at Camp MacDonough 
(US. Naval Training Station). 

1946- Champlain College was established 
1953 as the first college in the country for 

GI's returning from WW II. 

1954 Construction began for Plattsburgh 
Air Force Base. 

I 

1955 380th Bombardment Wing activated 
at Plattsburgh Air Force Base. 





MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION 
Name 

Cl Regular ............... $ 15.00 
Address .............. CI Sponsor 25.00 
City, State 

CIPatron ................. 50.00 
Zip Phone 

O Benefactor .......... 100.00 
Amount enclosed $ .................... (Please make checks payable to Clinton County Historical Association) OLife  250.00 

......... O Business/Institution 
Mail this completed application and check to: 

Clinton County Historical Association 
$25.00 and up 

48 Court Street 
Plattsburgh, NY 1290 1 

Telephone (5 18) 56 1-0340 
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TICKET eY GUlDEBOOK 

Organized for the benefit of 
THE KENT-DELORD HOUSE MUSEUM 

by the Board of Trustees 
and friends of the Kent-Delord House, 

with the C.C. Board of Realtors 

wood floors. The fireplace is probably original. At one time, 
half of the porch was enclosed. The garage was probably a 
carriage house; the original caniage stone remains in front of 

/ /-  I--- 

world. Over the mantle in the living room is a beadwork 
hanging handmade in BUI?na. A Christmas card collection 
displays cards from the White House, 1985-87. The handmade 
tapestry comes from Hong Kong, the elephants fromThailand 
In the dining room, canred wooden wall pieces from How 

On the second floor, the office desk was handmade in 
Korea. Pictures on the wall show Col. Wilson with U.S 
presidents Bill Clinton and Ronald Reagan. The master bed 
room features an ornate fireplace. On the third floor, originally 
quarters for the maid, a clawfoot tub and wainscotting remain 









April 19,1995 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1995 Base Realignment and 

Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arhgton VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

Please talce some time h m  the ongoing BRACC decisions to review the decisions 
made by the previous BRACC qardmg Plattsburgh Air Force Base. It is my opinion that 
this base did not get a fair hearing at that time. 

Leading up to June 24, 1993 all discussions reg* Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
and those bases "competmg" with PAFB concerned the Air Force locating its Air Mobility 
Wing at Plattsburgh. I cannot think of any mention in the many hearings that were held as 
to what would happen to the Air Force's air refueling tracks without tanker task force 
support located in a major base in the northeast. 

The main objection to Plattsburgh being the Air Mobility Wing was location. 
Accordmg to the Air Force and Army location did not play a part as to where the depots 
were in proximity to the Air Mobility Wing Air Force Base. Therefore, there was no 
"substantial deviation" from the criteria. 

All the people of this area are aslang for is a fkir hearing for Plattsburgh Air Force 
Base and its closure. Closure not having been even considered until the last hours and no 
defense h m  our local team or the Air Force having been prepared and presented. 

Thank you. 

Yours truly, 

Matthew M. Wingler 
2 Pine Cone Lane 
Morrisonville NY 12962 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1995 Base Realignment and 

Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arhngjon VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

Please take some time fiam the ongoing BRACC decisions to review the decisions 
made by the previous BRACC regarding Plattsburgh Air Force Base. It is my opinion that 
this base did not get a fair hearing at that time. 

Ladmg up to June 24, 1993 all discussions regarding Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
and those bases "competing" with PAFB concerned the Air Force locating its Air Mobility 
Wing at Plattsburgh. I cannot think of any mention in the many hearings that were held as 
to what would happen to the Air Force's air refueling tracks without tanker task force 
support located in a major base in the northeast. 

The main objection to Plattsburgh being the Air Mobility Wing was location. 
According to the Air Force and Army location did not play a part as to where the depots 
wem in pximity to the Air Mobility Wing Air Force Base. Therefore, there was no 
"substantial deviationn h m  the criteria. 

All the people of this area are aslung for is a fair hearing for Plattsburgh Air Force 
Base and its closure. Closure not having been even considered until the last h o w  and no 
defense h m  our local team or the Air Force having been prepared and presented. 

Thank you. 

Yours truly, 
-- (-' 

.A ,bet ri n . . ~ ~ ~ 3 \ - A - . )  

Mr. & Mrs. Jefhq L. Shatraw 
Rt. # l  Box 216 
Constable NY 12926 



Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1995 Base Realignment and 

Closm Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arhgton VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

Please take some time from the ongoing BRACC decisions to review the decisions 
made by the previous BRACC regarding Plattsburgh Air Force Base. It is my opinion that 
this base did not get a fair hearing at that time. 

Leadmg up to June 24, 1993 all discussions regarding Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
and those bases "competing" with PAFB concerned the Air Force locatmg its Air Mobility 
Wing at Plattsburgh. I cannot think off any mention m the many hearings that were held as 
to what would happen to the Air Force's air h e w  tracks without tanker task force 
support located in a major base in the northeast. 

The main objection to Plattsburgh being the Air Mobility Wing was location. 
Awmhg to the Air Force and Army location did not play a part as to where the depots 
weze in proximity to the Air Mobility Wing Air Force Base. Therefore, them was no 
"substantial deviation" from the criteria. 

All the people of this area are a s h  for is a fbi~ hearing for Plaftsburgh Air Farce 
Base and its closure. Closure not having been even consickxed until the last hours and no 
defense h m  our local team or the Air Force having been prepared and presented. 

Thank you. 

M. &-MIX. ~ e n y  W. Shatraw 
S. Rackett Raid Box 193B 
Massena NY 13662 



April 19, 1995 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1995 Base Realignment and 

Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

Plewe take some time fmm the ongoing BRACC decisions to review the decisions 
made by ihe previous BRACC regardq PlattsbuT.gEz Air Force Base. If is my opinion that 
this base did not get a fair hearrng at that time. 

Leading up to June 24, 1993 all discussions regarbg Pkttsburgh Air Force Base 
and those bases "competing" with PAFB concerned the Air Force locating its Air Mobility 
Wing at Plattsburgh. I cannot think of any mention in the many hearrngs that were held as 
to what would happen to the Air Force's air refbeling tracks without tanker task f m  
support located in a major base in the northeast. 

The main objection to Ylattsburgh being the Air Mobility Wing was location. 
Acco~dmg to the Air Force and Army location did not play a part as to where the depots 
wezle in pmxjmity to the Air Mobility U7hg Air Force Base. Therefore, there was no 
"substantial deviation" h m  the criteria. 

All the people of this area are asking for is a fkir hearing for Plattsburgh Air Force 
Base and its closure. Closure not having been even considered until the last h o w  and no 
defense Erom our local team or the Air Force having been pqared and presented. 

Thank you. 

Yours truly, 

Bonita M. Wingler 
2 Pine Cone Lane 
Morisonville NY 12962 



April 19,1995 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1995 Base Realignment and 

Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arhgton VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

Please take some time h m  the ongoing BRACC decisions to review the decisions 
made by the previous BRACC regardmg Plattsburgh Air Force Base. It is my opinion that 
this base did not get a fhir hearing at that time. 

Ledmg up to June 24, 1993 all discussions regardmg Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
and those bases "competing" with PAFE3 concerned the Air Force locatmg its Air Mobility 
Wing at Plattsburgh. I cannot think of any mention in the many hearings that were held as 
to what would happen to the Air FOE'S air refueling tracks without tanker task force 
support located in a major base in the northeast. 

The main objection to Plattsburgh being the Air Mobility Wing was location. 
Accordmg to the Air Force and Army location did not play a part as to where the depots 
were in proximity to the Air Mobility Wing Air Force Base. Therefore, there was no 
"substantial deviationn from the criteria. 

All the people of this area are askmg for is a fair hearing for Plattsburgh Air Force 
Base and its closm. Closure not having been even considered until the last hours and no 
&h h m  our local team or the Air Force having been prepared and presented. 

Thank you. 

Yours trul~. 

2 Pine Cone Lane 
Momsonville NY 12962 



April 19,1995 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1995 Base Realignment and 

CLosure Commission 
1700 N. MOOR St. Suite 1425 
Arhglon \'A 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

Please take some time h n  the ongoing BRACC decisions to review the decisions 
made by the previous BRACC mgadmg Plattsburgh Air Force Base. It is my opinion that 
this base did not get a fair hearing at that time. 

Leading up to June 24, 1993 all discussions & P l a t t s b e  Air Folct Base 
and those bases "competing" with PAFB concerned the Air Force locating its Air Mobility 
Wing at Platt~burgh. I carmot think of any mention m the many hearings that were held as 
to what would happen to the Air Force's air mhllng tracks without tanker task force 
support located in a major base in the northeast. 

The main objection to Plattsburgh being the Air Mobility Wing was location. 
Accordmg to the Air Force and Army ioeation did not play a part as to where the depots 
were in proximity to the Air Mobility Wing Air Force Base. Therefore, there was no 
"substantial deviationw h m  the criteria. 

All the people of this area are asking for is a fair hearing for Plattsburgh Air Force 
Base and its closure. Closure not having been even considered until the last hours and no 
defense from our local team or the Air Force having been prepmed and presented. 

Thank you. 

RL/raJ. 11,U;nkLLI 
Richard B. Wingler 
2 Pine Cone Lane 
Morisonville NY 12962 



April 19,1995 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1995 Base Realignment and 

Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arhgton VA 22209 

k Mr. Dixon: 

Please take some time from the ongoing BRACC decisions to review the decisions 
made by the previous BRACC regarding Plattsburgh Air Force Base. It is my opinion that 
this base did not get a fair hearing at that time. 

Leadmg up to June 24, 1993 all discussions regardmg Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
and those bases "compemg" with PAFB concerned the Air Force locating its Air Mobility 
Wing at Plattsburgh. I cannot think of any mention in the many hearings that were held as 
to what would happen to the Air Force's air refbeling tracks without tanker task force 
support located in a major base in the northeast. 

The main objection to Plattsburgh being the Air Mobility Wing was location. 
According to the Air Force and Amy location did not play a part as to where the depots 
were in proximity to the Air Mobility Wing Air Force Base. Therefore, there was no 
"substantial deviationw from the criteria. 

All the people of this area are aslaq fix is a fair hearing for Plattsburgh Air Force 
Base and its closure. Closure not having been even considered until the last hours and no 
defense from our local team or the Air Force having been prepared and presented. 

Thank you. 

Mr. & Mrs. Francis Bonner 
Rt. #l  Box 16 
Constable NY 12926 



April 19,1995 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1995 Base Realignment and 

Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

Please take some time h m  the ongoing BRACC decisions to review the decisions 
made by the pviow BRACC mgardmg Plattsburgh Air Force Base. It is my opinion that 
this base did not get a f'air hearing at that time. 

Leading up to June 24, 1993 all discussions regardmg Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
and those bases "compew with PAFB concerned the Air Force locating its Air Mobility 
Wing at Plattsburgh. I cannot think of any mention m the many hearings that were held as 
to what would happen to the Air Force's air reblmg tracks without tanker task force 
support located in a major base in the northeast. 

The main objection to Plattsburgh being the Air Mobdiw Wing was location. 
Accordmg to the Air Force and Army location did not play a part as to where the depots 
were in proximity to the Air Mobility Wing Air Force 13ase. Therefore, there was no 
"substantial deviationn from the criteria. 

All the people of this area are asking for is a fair hearing for Plattsbwgh Air Force 
Base and its closure. Closure not having been even considered until the lad hours and no 
defense fiom om local team or the Air Force having been prepared and presented. 

Thank you. 

Yours truly, 
@ge&e - 

k. & Mrs. Wayne A. Shatraw 
Rt. # l  Box 13 
Constable NY 12926 
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Ausable Chasm is probably America's oldest orga- I 
nized tourist attraction, having been open to the public 
since 1870. 

In concord with nature you can exploreevery feature 
of this impressive scenic wonder. You proceed along 

I 
Elephant's Head 

he Adirodadc Museum p i rays  the histay clnd culture of k 
Adir* through ort, artifoas, exhibits 
ogpcoaches, skidders, skillfully craFted gu 

explore the museum's gardens and 22 exhibit buildings 
weAooking Blue Mountain Lake. The New York firnes cdis it 

"the best of its kind in the wortd." 
You'll call it the peak of your vacation. 

618) 352-731 1 Blue Mounkrin Lake, New Yo& M812 

stone ga~~kries with stairs both up and down; along steel bridges that crossand recross 
the mighty gorge at various elevations. Your walk passes massive stone formations 
sculptured by nature intovaried and majesticforms. By resemblance orwhim, the most 
famous is Elephant's Head rising far above the river, is a "must" for camera fans. 

at a restored military fort, originally built by Qukbkcois i 
1755, successfully defended by Montcalm in 1758, taken 
by the British in 1759, and captured b Ethan Allen in 1 7  K Rich museum collections illuminate t e Seven Years War 
and the American Revolution in the valleys of Lake Cha: 
and Lake George. 

Your walk ends at Table Rock. Here begins a thrilling Boat Ride. The sturdy bateaux 
are managed by boatmen who have performed this skill for many years. Down through 
the Grand Flume you glide, where the water flows placidly between towering cliffs 
scarcely 20 feet apart. On past the gigantic Sentry Box, by the Broken Needle, speeding 
through long rapids, around another deep Basin, into a second wall-enclosed Flume 
and then short, exciting rapids and a long glide to the boat landing at the Chasm's lower 
end. A bus conveys you back to the Entrance Building and parking area. Museum shop, restaurant, boarding for historic cruise on M/V Car 

Open daily mid-May through mid-October. CHILDREN U N D E R  1 
From 1-87 at Exit 28, drive 18 miles east on Rt. 74. 
From Vermont, cross the Lake on the Shoreham ferry. Sfd-SS- 

On Beautiful Historic 

At the same time you will pa! 
western theme 
park thrills young 
and old with the 
excitement and 

I adventure of 
taming this 

-- .. great land. 
-3 3 You'll never 

#-. t forget it. 
Rodeos Pow-Wow Shootouts Rides - Trains, Stages, Horses 

Gift Shops 24-Hour Cafeteria 2 Motels 
First Class Campsite Adjacent 24-Hour Gas Station 

FROM: MEMORIAL DAY THROUGH JUNE 22ND 
10:OO AM - 4:30 PM 

Over a billion years ago, nature formed the spectacular wonder 
that is High Falls Gorge. Here the sparkling waters of the Ausable 
River rush over ancient granite rocks to explode down deep 
crevices in their rapid descent thru the gorge. In all, over 600 feet 
of cascading waterfalls flow deep within a natural fissure, carved 
by the forces of ice, water and wind. 

Explore historic Lake Champlain from 
the deck on the enclosed, all steel, twin 
diesel powered Juniper. See historic Valcour 
Island with its scenic shoreline, marvel at 
the majestic Adirondack and Green Moun- 
tains, and most of all, enjoy yourself. 

the most scenic areas-in the ~ a i t .  
ravaged south shore of Valcour 
bays and coves along the shon 
majestic Adirondack and Green 
make for a beautiful cruise. 

2. STEAK 'N SUNSET CRUIS 
Leaves six p.m.; returns 10:001 

a secluded cove on the island; v i~  
setting over the Adirondacks; re1 
easy listening music; enjoy the I 

bar, cheese trays, and your favori 
as your top sirloin and other e 
charcoaled to your taste. Dancini 
stars puts the finishing touch toat1 
diningexperience,one you'll rem 
ever. Reservations, though not r 
are advisable. 
From May to September 
1 p.m. -Historical Scenic Tout 
6 p.m. nightly - Steak 'n Sunse 

1. DAY CRUISE 
Sail beautiful Lake Champlain back into 

history. You will view the site of the Rattle 
of Valcour, the first naval engagement of the 
Revolutionary War. View theo1dU.S. Coast 
Guard Lighthouse on Valcour, and see the 
rocky shore that it guards. 

On Crab Island see the monument com- 
memoratingtheBattleof Plansburgh in 181 4. 
To the west is the Hotel Champlain, now 
Clinton Community College, once used by 
several U.S. Presidents as a summer White 
House. 

Return to Plattsburgh Bay and cross the 
site of Commodore McDonough's brilliant 
victory in 1814. 

Bring your camera ... High Falls Gorge has modern bridges, 
paths and convenient platforms from which to record your visit. 
Self-guided tours allow you to set your own pace. See ancient and 
exotic wild flowers and ferns. View rock formations that were 
carved before the existence of man. It's a living lesson in natural 
history. But most of all, it is a panorama of unharnessed energy 
and rugged beauty that you'll never forget. 

FROM: JUNE 23RD THROUGH LABOR DAY 
Seven Days a Week 9:30 AM TO 5:30 PM Daily Open Memorial Day weekend to Columbus Day, 9 AM to 4:45 PM 

July & August, 9 AM to 4: 15 PM other times. 
FRONTIER TOWN 

Just Off Exit 29 of 1-81 (The Adirondack Northway) 
(518) 532-7181 

High Falls Gorge is located on Route 86 between Wilmington 
and Lake Placid. (518) 946-2278 

561-8970 1-800-388-8 
Foot of Dock St at Plattsburgl 

lakc 
n che 

"an outdoor adventure" 

enjoy a ferry ride 
in your car  
or on  foot I- 

joy an exciting d 
I rc Safari! 

At the turn of the century and for 50 years following, 
it was the wilderness retreat of the Vanderbilts. Now 
listed on the National Register of Historical Places, 
Sagamore's 29-building complex dating from 1897 is open 
for tours, educational programs, and Elderhostels. FREE 
brochure available. 

Tours include a walking tour of the rustic, bark- 
covered guest buildings and the and the red framed 
buildings of the workers. Bookstore and snack shop are 

/ 
three crossing b e t h n  - 

grand isle, vt. and plattsburgh, n.y. 
open all year crossing time 12 mins. 

Drive thru the Animal Res 
see the Shows, Pets Cor 

the Magic Creek, Amuseme 
and games and much more. 

spend the whole day 

Fun for the whole famil 

I Parc Safari, Hemmingford, 
Just north of the borde 

6,  Highway 15, (US 
Call (5 14) 247-2727 

burlington, vt. and port kent, n.y. 
open mid-may-oct. crossing time 1 hour open f& your convenience. 

Off Route 28 just 12 miles from the Adirondack 
Museum, tours are conducted daily at 10 a.m. and 1:30 
p.m. from Fourth of July through Labor Day. Weekends 
only, Labor through Columbus Days. Admission is 
charged. Group rates available. 

Reservations at (315) 354-4303, (315) 354-5311. 

charlotte, vt. and essex, n.y. 
early april - early january crossing time 20 mins. 

info. - 802-864-9804 
king street dock 

burlington, vt 0540 1 
R A Q U E T T E  L A K E ,  N E W  Y O R K  1 3 4 3 6  

Departure 13h3O / Return 

Join us for a cruisc 
Richell 

Let our gu~de explains th 
Les Croisieres and the scenery with its u 

Richelieu shores and magnificient 
W a W f W  P6)%%. I'4.X We travel up the river 

before calling at ile-aux 

A GEODE CUTTING The magic of Christmas comes alive again when you visit 
A FABULOUS ROCK SHOP 

After the visit \N 

ianta's home and workshop, a village of alpine flavor nestled 
,n the side of Whiteface Mountain. A PHOTOGRAPHER'S DELIGHT 

Meet his storybook friends and pet his live reindeer. See his A UNIQUE GIFTS 

)usy craftsmen, the candymaker, glassblower, candlemaker, rewarding self-guided md hat and stocking maker. Enjoy the children's rides, shows 
~ n d  pageantry that will put a twinkle in your child's eye. A 111 
lay's entertainment in a magical land that will delight the 

experience for the whole family ! 
whole family. 

Open Memorial Day weekend to Columbus Day, 9:30 AM to Open Memorial - Columbus Holiday 9AM - dusk 

i PM daily July and August, with reduced activities, hours and 
Admissions good for the entire season 

,ates Spring and Fall. 
Santa's Workshop is located on the approach to Whiteface 

demorial Highway (Rte. 43 1) in the Town of Wilmington, 12 
niles northeast of Lake Placid. (518) 946-2211 

PRESENT AD FOR SPECIAL DISCOUNT 

1-87 EXIT 26 , Pottersville, NY 
(s18 494 - CAVE 112 hr no. of Lake ~ e o r ~ b  2 ' 



A bout 500 million vears 
;o, theearth's crust rearranged itself h such 
way that a gaping valley was created alongside 
ui? of the oldest mountain ranges on earth - The 
dirondacks in New York State. The upheaval 
so formed the series of mountain ranges to the 
st - The Green Mountains of Vermont. The 
eans filled in the gap, resulting in the great lake 
)w known as Lake Champlain. 

Lake Champlain was named after Samuel de 
hamplain, a French explorer, who first discov- 
dtheLakein1609. 

Lake Champlain covers an area of about 490 
pare miles, making it the sixth largest body of 
esh water in the United States. It is 108 miles 
ng, 12 miles across at its widest point and has a 
mimum depth of 399 feet. Flowing Northward 
om Whitehall, New York, it drains eventually 
to the St. Lawrence River via the Richelieu 
iver in Quebec, Canada. 

Renowned as Lake Champlain is for its 
agTuficent beauty, it is even more renowned for 
; history. Long before the arrival of the Europe- 
rs, the Abenaki and Iroquois Indians camped 
d hunted in the area's woodlands. French fur 
aders came in the 1600s, and by the 1700s the 
~glish and French were fighting for control of 
e region. Lake Champlain played an important 
ut in both the American Revolution and the 
'ar of 1812 and is even reported to have a 
sident sea monster "Champ," lurking in its depths. 

Lake Champlain 
Area Attractions 

6ES%W-f31S ZWZI AN ' a m  F P u I  ' ILL xoa Od 
guauxdo~a~a 4 ~ ~ 0 3  v uxspo~.  %qnxqd 
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Kenna A. Hynes 
7 Johnson Avenue 

Plattsburgh, NY 12901 

April 10, 1995 

Commissioner Allan J. Dixon 
Chairman of the Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North More Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22299 

Commissioner Dixon: 

I am a local h g h  school student at Plattsburgh High School, and a native of the Plattsburgh 
community. I still have not forgot that June day when I heard that the BRACC had went against the 
Defense Department and voted to shut Plattsburgh AFB. The community was in shock, and the question 
asked most was how could this happen. How could the BRACC shut Plattsburgh, when all the figures and 
facts clearly state that we should have been the home of the new Air Mobility Mission. From that day on 
the fight has not stopped here in Plattsburgh. The community has rallied together to try to save the base. 
I have lived in Plattsburgh for faeen years and am proud to say that we will not stop fighting until we get 
back the base that was wrongfdly taken away from us. 

PAFB is the only base in the history of base closings, to be shut after the DoD had been planning 
to expand it. The DoD had recommended to place the East Coast h r  Mobility Mission at Plattsburgh, but 
to no avail the BRACC took matters into there own hands and closed Plattsburgh without any 
justification. The DoD reasoning for placing the Mobility Wing at Plattsburgh was well thought out, due 
to the long military presents at Plattsburgh. 

Through out the years, Plattsburgh has had many military missions. PAFB is the oldest active 
military institution in the U. S, and has over 400 years of military service. Plattsburgh has participated in 
every major battle, the U. S. has been involved in since the French and In&an wars, whlch the community 
has uncondtionally supported. 

The military has always been a part of our community, and for the ten years that I have been 
going to school here, I have met friends from all over the world. I have also seen many of my fnends 
leave, and yet when their family's retire they always seem to re-locate back to Plattsburgh. Being the great 
community that we are, we have always welcomed the new families and the old ones, with open arms. 

Page 1 



The reason for me writing thls letter is that I feel that Plattsburgh got the short end of the stick. 
The facts clearly show that Plattsburgh was ranked #1 out of all bases considered for the Mobility Mission. 
The fact that the Air Force does not have a Mobility Mission at McGuire, further proves my point. I write 
thls letter from the heart and that is why I feel that Plattsburgh h r  Force Base should be considered for a 
redrect. 

Thank you for your time and consideration on tlus matter. 

Sincerely, 

Kenna A. Hynes 
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Shayna M. Murphy 
6 1 Johnson Avenue 

Plattsburgh, NY 12901 

April 10, 1995 

Commissioner Allan J. Dixon 
Chairman of the Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North More Street, Suite 1425 
A r h g t o n ,  VA 22299 

Commissioner Dixon: 

I am a 14 year old, student attending Stafford Middle School in Plattsburgh New 
York. I am writing concerning the closure of Plattsburgh &r Force Base. Plattsburgh was 
the only base in the history of base closings to be closed against the Defense Department 
recommendations. 

Moreover, the relationship with the military and the community is of vital 
importance to our city. Our city is a mhta ry  town, based on over 400 years of military 
service. Not only will we lose this, if the base closes, but friends, family, and our great 
heritage will be lost along with it. 

I feel strongly when I say give Plattsburgh a re-direct. The facts and figures will 
show PAFB to be the crown jewel of the AMC and the h r  Force. Put Plattsburgh back on 
the BRACC '95 list and a terrible injustice will be undone. There are still many question 
left unanswered, such as: Why doesn't the h Force have its mobility wing as i t  was 
proposed for Plattsburgh? Could it be that McGuire could not handle the mission and the 
BRACC made a mistake, or that political lobbying over took a non-political entity? These 
questions wdl be answered, if your commission gives Plattsburgh h r  Force Base another 
chance. 

Thank you for your time and effort on this matter. 

Sincerely, 



April 13, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Re-Alignment and Closure Commission 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

Please re-examine the 1993 BRACC decision to close Plattsburgh 
AFB. A copy of the letter I wrote to CBS News "60 Minutest1 
explains my reasons for feeling that a re-direct is in order- 
especially since Plattsburgh AFB is the only DOD installation 
slated for expansion that the BRACC decided to close. 

If you or your staff wish copies of the audiocassette tapes 
that accompanied my letter, please let me know. They include only 
the most important portions of the BRACC hearings pertaining to 
Plattsburgh AFB, as well as other pertinent commentary. 

Please correct what is a grave mistake and one which will 
hereafter degrade national security. 

Sincerely, 

I/s~Sgt (Ret.), USAF 



693 Union Road 
Peru, NY 12972 

CBS News 
60 Minutes 
524 West 57th Street 
New York, NY 10019 

Phone: (518)643-0862 

August 9, 1993 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

I am writing in the hope that you will investigate and 
publicize the improper actions of the Base Realignment and 
Closure Commission (BRACC) relating to their recommendation to 
locate the new East Coast Air Mobility Wing at McGuire AFB, New 
Jersey instead of Plattsburgh Air Force Base, New York. The 
BRACC was supposed to make unbiased and nonpartisan 
recommendations and act as an oversight agency for the Department 
of Defense (DOD). Their decisions regarding Plattsburgh defy 
logic and some BRACC members appear to have been motivated by 
personal or other interests. 

After watching the closure scenario unfold, I feel that the 
entire process is flawed. How can seven men and women, some 
without any military experience, be considered qualified to 
overturn the careful plans and desires of the DOD? I am the 
first to agree that cuts must be made and bases closed, but this 
process is moving too quickly and is not being done with the 
nation's best interests at heart. 

The Air Force selected Plattsburgh as the site for the 
mobility wing when it made its recommendations to the BRACC. 
Instead, the BRACC chose McGuire for the mission- against the 
advice of its own staff! Mobility operations are expected to 
be the most important mission in the future and the Air Force 
planned to implement many of the lessons learned during Desert 
Shield and Desert Storm at Plattsburgh. In short, the USAF 
considers Plattsburgh AFB its best facility and wants its most 
important mission there. 

Creating a mobility wing involves gathering all of the 
needed airlift and support elements into one organization, i.e., 
transport aircraft, refueling aircraft, equipment, logisticians, 
etc., and carrying out intensive training for quick-response 
missions around the world. This requires an airfield with a 
large runway capable of handling huge aircraft such as the C-141 
and C-5A transports. A large ramp is needed to enable these 
forces to properly train for their mission. Such training also 
requires plenty of uncongested airspace to fly large airplanes - 
something Plattsburgh has. The BRACC misconstrued available data 
about airspace congestion around McGuire, virtually ignoring 
the traffic created by major airports at Philadelphia, Newark and 
New York City, and numerous smaller airfields throughout the 
area. 



S h o r t l y  a f t e r  t h e  A i r  F o r c e  and t h e  DOD announced t h e i r  
recommended c l o s u r e s  and  r e a l i g n m e n t s ,  two o t h e r  communit ies  
d e c i d e d  t o  go a f t e r  t h e  m o b i l i t y  wing when f a c e d  w i t h  major  
r e d u c t i o n s  t o  t h e i r  b a s e s .  The communit ies  a round  McGuire and  
G r i f f i s s  AFB, N e w  York b o t h  c l a i m e d  t h e y  p o s s e s s e d  b e t t e r  b a s e s  
f o r  t h e  new wing. Because o f  t h e s e  c l a i m s ,  t h e  BRACC added 
P l a t t s b u r g h  t o  t h e  c l o s u r e  rev iew l i s t  s h o r t l y  b e f o r e  t h e  
h e a r i n g s  and r e q u e s t e d  s e v e r a l  s p e c i a l  s t u d i e s  t o  h e l p  them 
d e t e r m i n e  which b a s e  s h o u l d  r e c e i v e  t h e  m o b i l i t y  wing. Dur ing my 
A i r  Force  career I s e r v e d  as a n  e n l i s t e d  h i s t o r i a n  a t  a l l  t h r e e  
of t h e  b a s e s  b e i n g  c o n s i d e r e d  f o r  t h e  m o b i l i t y  wing and have  a 
un ique  p e r s p e c t i v e  on t h e i r  c o n d i t i o n  and r e s o u r c e s .  I a g r e e  
w i t h  t h e  A i r  F o r c e ' s  o r i g i n a l  s e l e c t i o n  of  P l a t t s b u r g h  as t h e  
i d e a l  l o c a t i o n  f o r  t h e  m o b i l i t y  wing. 

The BRACC proceeded  t o  d i s r e g a r d  t h e  b a s i c  f a c t s ,  v a r i o u s  
s p e c i a l  r e p o r t s  s u p p o r t i n g  P l a t t s b u r g h ,  and t h e  recommendations 
o f  i t s  own s t a f f  i n  s e l e c t i n g  McGuire f o r  t h e  m o b i l i t y  wing. 
Without  s e r i o u s l y  c o n s i d e r i n g  it f o r  a n o t h e r  m i s s i o n ,  t h e y  t h e n  
v o t e d  t o  c l o s e  P l a t t s b u r g h  AFB. The p r o c e s s  i s  f l awed  beyond 
b e l i e f  because  t h e  A i r  F o r c e  had no o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  select 
P l a t t s b u r g h  f o r  a n o t h e r  m i s s i o n .  

I f  Congress  a p p r o v e s  t h e  c l o s u r e  l i s t  a s  e x p e c t e d ,  t h e  USAF 
a n d  t h e  n a t i o n  w i l l  l o s e  t h e  l a s t  large-ramped a i r f i e l d  i n  t h e  
N o r t h e a s t .  T h i s  c o u l d  s e v e r e l y  h i n d e r  o u r  a b i l i t y  t o  c o n d u c t  
o p e r a t i o n s  i n  Europe and  t h e  Middle E a s t ,  two r e g i o n s  t h a t  are 
f a r  f rom s t a b l e  a t  t h i s  moment. A s  if t h e  f o r e g o i n g  r e a s o n s  are 
n o t  enough,  P l a t t s b u r g h  AFB is  s o  s p a c i o u s  t h a t  NASA d e s i g n a t e d  
i t  as a n  a l t e r n a t e  l a n d i n g  s i t e  fo r  t h e  s p a c e  s h u t t l e .  The 
b a s e  is  a l s o  t h e  o l d e s t  a c t i v e  combat i n s t a l l a t i o n  i n  t h e  
U n i t e d  S t a t e s ,  hav ing  been e s t a b l i s h e d  a s  a n  Army p o s t  d u r i n g  
t h e  War o f  1812. I ts  c l o s u r e  would end  a l m o s t  two c e n t u r i e s  o f  
m i l i t a r y  o c c u p a t i o n .  

P l e a s e  rev iew t h e  e n c l o s e d  a u d i o  t a p e s  e x t r a c t e d  f rom t h e  
BRACC h e a r i n g s ,  and r e l a t e d  media coverage .  I have a l s o  i n c l u d e d  
c o p i e s  of  newspaper a r t i c l e s  and o t h e r  p u b l i s h e d  materials t h a t  
w i l l  make it very  clear why p e o p l e  are c a l l i n g  t h i s  a f f a i r  
"BRACC-Gate." The BRACC p r o c e s s  i s  s e r i o u s l y  f l awed  b u t  it 
w i l l  t a k e  n a t i o n a l  a t t e n t i o n  from a h i g h l y  r e g a r d e d  s o u r c e ,  such  
as 60 Minu tes ,  t o  c o r r e c t  t h i s  i n j u s t i c e  and  p r e v e n t  o t h e r  b a s e s  
a n d  communi t ies  from s u f f e r i n g  a similar f a t e .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

VSMSgt ( R e t .  1 ,  USAF 



CASSETTE TAPE CONTENTS 

(aired on WIRY Radio, Plattsburgh, NY) 

Tape 1, Side A 

Col. Andrews, PAFB Wing Commander, 6/12/93: 
"PAFB.. .best base in USAFN 
Small snowfall at PAFB 
Griffiss AFB snow removal problems 
PAFB advantages over Griffiss 

Brig. Gen. (Ret.) Tobin, former PAFB Wing Commander, 6/12/93: 
Air congestion at McGuire AFB 
Costs of construction at McGuire and Griffiss 
Growth potential at PAFB 

Brig. Gen. (Ret.) Tobin at Boston Hearings: 
Ramp comparisons 
Numbers of aircraft possible at each base 
PAFB has best flying weather in entire USAF 
McGuire AFB air congestion 

Final BRACC hearings: 
Differences in three bases 
Fort Drum Support 
PAFB has greatest ramp capacity 

Tape 1, Side B 

Final BRACC hearings (cont.): 
Ramp capacity of all three bases 
Cost comparisons for locating wing 
Ground encroachment 

Tape 2, Side A 

Final BRACC hearings (cont.): 
Ground encroachment (cont.) 
Airspace encroachment 
H. T. Johnson's speech supporting McGuire 
B. Byron's statement about no substantial deviation 
Vote on mobility base 
Tanker basing- PAFB given little consideration 
PAFB closure vote 
USAF displeasure with H. T. Johnson's maneuver 
New Jersey's underhanded tactics 
Mayor Rabideau's statement about Courter & Johnson 
BRACC process flawed - Defense Media Review article 



MR ALLEN DIXON 
BRACC COMMI?TEE CHAIRMAN 
1700 N. MOORE STREET 
SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

MR & MRS DAVONTZ L. AMES 
10 LADUE STREET 
MORRISONVILLE, NY 12962 

April 10, 1995 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

We are writing on behalf of the effort to get Plattsburgh Air Force Base, New York 
re-considered for a mission on the 1995 BRACC Cdssion. I am a twenty (20) year 
retired veteran of the UNITED STATES AIR FORCE living in the Plattsburgh area. I 
remained in this area after retirement because the Base was here and my wife and I 
depended on the Hospital, Chssary, and other benefits which we feel we were 
guaranteed. As time passed and the mission changed I did understand the necessity to 
close certain military installations. Plattsburgh Air Force Base was not on the init- 
ial list of closures for the 1993 BRACC, but was added becuase of political influences 
on the chssion at that time. I do feel that the 1993 BRACC voted to close Platts- 
burgh Air Force Base in violation of its own guidelines. We feel that the UNFAIRNESS 
of the act itself should get PLATTSBURGH AIR FORCE BASE REXDNSIDERED. In the inter- 
est of JUSTICE, FAIR P . ,  and D I X l Q W X  we urge you to give PLAlTZURGfI AIR EORCE 
BASE another HONEST LOOK (which we feel the 1993 BRACC DID NOT DO) and make a truth- 
ful judgement base on the "REAL FACE"!!!!! We thank you for your time in this 
matter and really hope to see you or some of your c d t t e e  members in the Platts- 
burgh area very soon. 

Sincerely, /I 

MSGT, USAF/RETIRED 3 3  
- CLLTLMJIOQ- P I I / w  Q-S 

GWENDOLINE P. AMES, SPOUSE 
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April 7, 1995 

Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore ST. 
Suite 425 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Honorable Alan Dixon, 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base closure has impacted the lives of 
tens of thousands of people. These people have been done a grave 
injustice. The Base was not on the closure list, but yet through 
manipulation it was chosen to close. 

We implore your help to have this redirected. Please 
correct the injustice that has been done. I would like to thank 
you, I have confidence that you can accomplish this redirect. 

Sincerely, 

1 Bonnie Jarvls 
P.O. Box 284 
Keeseville, NY 12944 



7 A p r i l  1995 
The Yonorable  A l l a n  n i x o n ,  Chairman 
Defense Ease Closure & Realignment  Commissi~n. . 
1700 N. Jlnore S t r e e t ,  2 l ~ i t e  1425 
Arlington, VA 2 2 2 0 9  

Dear S i r :  

T h i s  q i s s i v e  c o n c e r n i n g  PLATTSBURGH A I R  EORCE BASE i s  f rom a now widewed 
Armv wi fe  of 30 y e a r s .  LTC V a r i a n t s  35 y e a r s  s e r v i c e  encompassed b o t h  
World Wars and t h e  Korean War. By v i r t u e  o f  two o f  h i s  MOSS; hav ing  been 
sometimes r e s i d e n t  o f  New J e r s e y ;  w r i t e r  a  fo rmer  War Department employee 
am v e r s e d  i n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g .  

P e t i t i o n  f o r  r e d i r e c t ,  o f  c l o s u r e  of PLATTSBURGH ATR FORCE BASE h a s  evoked 
a v o l l e y  o f  d i a t r i b e  from New J e r s e y  o f f i c i a l s  r e p r e s e n t i n g  Maguire A i r  
F o r c e  Rase. T h e i r  v i t r i - 0 1  shou ld  c a t c h  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  o f  DC " c u t  t h e  bud- 
g e t "  hawkers,  i n  d e f e r e n c e  t o  American t a x p a y e r s  upon whom t h i s  coup h a s  
been f o i s t e d .  

Earmsrkinp m i l l i o n s  t o  r e b u i l d  Maguire e x c e e d s  p r o j e c t e d  e x p e n d i t u r e s  
for PLATTSRURGH A I R  FORCE BASE. If t h i s  i s  f i s c a l / o p e r a t i o n a l  p rudence ,  
SQmeone must have " c u t  c l a s s e s 1 1 .  Those a t  t h e  DC'helm who can j u s t i f y  
a p r e e n e n t  t o  t h e  s w i t c h  from PLATTSEURGH A I R  F'OHCE BASE t o  Maguire,  des -  

i t e  p o s t  owe t a x p a y e r s  a n  e x p l a n a t i o n .  C l o s i n g  PLATTSBURGH A I R  F O ~  
-'nearly new, improved f a c i l i t i e s ,  having minimal needs ,  p e r p e t -  
u a t e s  p o l i t i c a l  d i s r e g a r d  f o r  t h e  p u b l i c ' s  p u r s e .  P o l i t i c i a n s 1  arguments  
do n o t  h o l d  up u n d e r  s c r u t i n y  i n  t h i s  m a t t e r .  Has t h e i r  z e a l  t o  r e d u c e  
spend ing  e v a p o r a t e d ?  

Nev J e r s e y 1  s i m p e n e t r a b l e  f o g s  a r e  a  major  pr.oblem. D e s p i t e  t e c h n o l o g i -  
c a l  developments ,  commercial  a i r c r a f t  a r e  r e r o u t e d  a s  f a r  n o r t h  a s  Ejoston 
t o  l a n d .  Fog h a l t s  s h i p p i n g  from Delaware Water Gap t o  P h i l a d e l p h i a  - 
Maguire is e a s t  o f  l s t t e r  .- and c l o s e s  f u l l  l e n g t h  o f  New J e r s e y  highways. 
The f r e a u e n e y  o f  f o g ,  h a l t i n g  l a n d ,  s e a ,  and a i r  o p e r a t i o n s  must be  w e l l  
weighed. ( M q ~ u i r e  i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  f i n d  even under  o p t i m a l  c o n d i t i o n s .  ) 

By c o n p a r i s o n ,  PLATTSEIJRC-H A I R  FOECE BASE h a s  t h e  f i n e s t  u n i n t e r r u p t e d  
o p e r a t i o n s  r e c o r d  i n  t h e  U.S. A i r  F o r c e .  Weather h a s  n o t  been a  d e t e r -  
r a n t .  

The s u r r e p t i t i o u s  s w i t c h i n g  of incomparable  PLATTSBURCH AIR F'OHCE BASE i n  
f a v o r  of Maguire ,  i n  l i g h t  o f  c o n f l i c t ,  o f  i n t e r e s t  ( C o u r d e r l s ,  o f  N J )  and  
BRAC Commission, p u t s  t h o s e  c a l l i n g  t h e  p l a y s  i n  DC i n  l e s s  t h a n  compli-  
mentary  l i g h t .  (Normal ly ,  c o n f l i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t  i s  a  c h a r g e a b l e  o f f e n s e . )  
The m i l i t a r y  p r e f e r e n c e  o f  P l a t t s b u r ~ h  A i r  Force  Base ,  o v e r  Magilire under-  
s c o r e s  t h i s  h i g h l y  q u e s t i o n a b l e  d e c i s i o n .  

F e d e r a l  d e f e n s e  hi,qhway Route 87 - Albany t o  M o n t r e a l  - b u i l t  w i t h  Canadi-  
a n  c o h e s i o n  beyond t h e  b o r d e r ,  p a s s e s  w i t h i n  2 m i l e s  of PLATTSBURGH A I R  
FO9CE RASE. I t ' s  a l s o  a c c e s s i b l e  by  a i r  - AND SPAC3 VEHICLES, i f  need be. 

As f ~ r  n q u a l i t y  of l i f e " ,  PLATTSBURCH A I R  FORCE BASE l o c a l e  h a s  i t ,  b u t  
Maguire d o e s  n o t .  



H i s t o r y  h a s  proven t h a t  "knowledgeable p o l i t , i c i a n s l '  d i r e c t i n g  m i l i t a r y  
o p e r a t i o n s ,  d e s p i t e  i norance  i l l u s t r a t e s  t h e i r  l a c k  o f  f o r e s i g h t .  I n  C5 t h e  i n s t a n c e  of PLATT-BURGH A ~ R  FORCE BASE t h e y  a r e  t o t a l l y  myopic - 
o r  pe rhaps  t h s y t v e  ' been  b o u g h t T ?  

I t  is  t r u s t e d  t h e  S e n a t e ,  Congress ,  and BRAC Comnission w i l l  j u s t l y  r e -  
view t h i s  m a t t e r .  

Very t , r u l y  y o u r s ,  

Lu--, 
c c :  To A l l  Concerned 

?rs. J .  W .  Vnr ian  
P. 0 .  Fox 1005 
Lake P l a c i d ,  NY 12946 
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James F. Judkins, Jr Major, USAF Ret. 
79 Algonquin Park 
Plattsburgh, New York 12901 
April 8, 1995 

Honorable Allen Dixon , chairman BRACC Commission 
1700 No. Moore Street, suite 1425 
Arlington, ~irginia 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

This is a request for your commission to redirect the 
closure of Plattsburgh AFB vs a vs the expansion of ~ c ~ u i r e  
AFB. The reasons are many and the cost to the taxpayer to 
carry on the rebuilding of Mc Guire and the costly closure 
of Plattsburgh is high. The fact that the results of the 
1993 BRACC was neutral (ie: cost vs savings) should be an 
indication that their decisions were off track. Now the 
people of Mc Guire do not want to be reconsidered because 
$140 Million in contracts have been let. Far more taxpayer 
money will be required to bring it to the 1993 BRACC stated 
level. 

My additional fear is that we are increasing the hazards 
to our flying personnel. The expansion of Mc Guire will place 
an additional traffic flow into one of the most congested 
airspaces in the country. I am sure you have had to suffer 
delays while flying into or out of the New York area. Todays 
aircraft are of a higher performance than the ones I flew 
during my career and todays crews are receiving less 
experience, a dangerous mix with the heavy traffic of the 
New York , New Jersey and ~hiladelphia areas. 

All we ask for is a fair hearing . The Air Forces 
decision to operate the current Tanker Task Force at a 
location on the east coast other than Mc Guire should be 
a indication of the Air Forces current and future evaluation 
of Mc Guire. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request for a 
redirect. Your commission has no easy job to perform, I hope 
it will agree with the one member of the 1993 BRACC who 
thought Plattsburgh was the right choice. 

Sincerely, 
/ 



E,6 P r o s u e c t  !\venue 
P l a t t s l i u r r ! ! ~ ,  ;ic\!/ York 
A p r i l  l q ,  1',2;5 

? e a r  Chai rman Alan J .  g i x o n ,  

I arl l d r i t i n g  t h i s  l c t t c r  t o  ilavc j o u  $ l ? a s e  c o n s i d e r  a 
i?'C:!IIESTC;! R E D I R E C T  a c t i o n  i n  r e t u r n i n g  F l a t t s b u r g i - ;  A i r  
f o r c e  Zase  ( P P , F C ) t o  a  f u l l y - f u n c t i o n i n q  n i l i  t a r y  f a c i l i t y .  

i'is o f  t h i s  d a t e ,  tile we1 1 -i,iaintainec? Lui l i i i 1 ; 5 s  and 
! ~ r i s t i r - ; c  l a n d  a r c  s i  LLilig ill a  c a t a t o r ~ i c  s t a t e .  T h e  sounii o f  
a i r c r a f t  overhea.1 an.i t h e  c a d e ~ ~ c e  o f  iui 1 i  t a r j  parac ics  a r e  
a l r c ~ d y  i le inq  riiissc,'. l;y iiany o f  u s .  To s c c  t i ~ i s  i ~ a i , n i f i c e i ~ t  
f a c i l i t y  q o  ~ C I  k a s t c  i s  s 1 ? a n e f ~ l  ! 

l i e a d c j u a r t z r s  [JS,:F had rccu; i i~~:cndcd t h a t  flT!F1; bc s l a t c i l  
f o r  future! c~r3\i ' . t j ; ,  ~ ~ r i t i  1 a s c l  f - s c r v i  r;q i;ii",,',C Co~.ii,ii s s i o r . c r  
f y - - ~ ! ; l  liei: J Q ~ s , ? ; ~  J I S Q : ~  j : j  F, i ) ~ ! : ~ r f ~ l  cric; p g ?  i  t i  cl.il 1 j f - r i i ~ ; ~ u i  n L u c l  

i i n d  t l i r ?  ' : o r t i !  i ; t i i : i i t t " j '  iidve j 7 o s i t i o n  f o r  i ) c r s o r ~ s l  q 3 i n .  F'I'L 
c~ p o l  i  tied; c l ~ ~ i t ,  o n l y  a i ~ i l  j.I;y 11~rfcj\-iii 2 r i ~ ~  tiei'id1 

I ,- :,:?;er;sP i;li s s i o i i  ;;.t ,.l,.lc;i 1 i ?SS  C O S  k . to - (21 1 t~ ; i~ i? i ; I ;krS!  

I , ~ v i n r j  v i s i  t c  j ' c h i  r e  ,,FC r 2 c c 1 1 t l  y ,  I f e e l  i ' l d L t s b ~ ~ ~ " g ~ ~  
,':,r:~ waul ,! i i a v c  I-ecri ai? a 1  1  - a r o u q e j  I ~ c t t e r  ci1o-i c e .  ( l ie  : :ave i!o 
' i o ? e s  or ,  o u r  ranitis o r  r u n u a y s ! )  

T17ar l ,  y o u  f o r  y o u r  c o r s i i l ~ r a  t i o r l s .  

S i n c e r e l y  y o u r s ,  

: i a r t ! i a  J .  ? c \ r t o s z ~ I \  
Ze t i  r e d  : i i  1 i  t a r y  S p o u s e  



1 8  Carlton Drive 
Plattsburgh, NY 1 2 9 0 1  
April 8, 1 9 9 5  

Chairman Alan J. Dixon 
1 7 0 0  North Moore St. 
Arlington, ,Va. 22209  

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

The time for surprises and disappointments is here again 
as BRACC reviews the missions of military bases. I sincerely 
hope that no facility will suffer the same unfair decision as 
was handed to the Plattsburgh Air Force Base by Chairman James 
Courter and his commissioners. BRACC decisions are to be non- 
political but it is known that the politicians of New Jersey 
lobbied hard to close our base and move the Air Mobility Wing 
to Mr. Courter's home state. Our base was not even on the list 
to be considered by BRACC as the Air Force had already desig- 
nated PAFB to receive the Air Mobility Wing mission. The North 
Country was stunned by the reversal of the Air Force's decision 

PAFB is considered one of the best bases on the East Coast. 
The Air Mobility Wing inspectors rated it very highly. Many 
dollars were spent a couple of years before the BRACC decision, 
remodeling homes likely with the future mission in mind. 

Members of Congress have been busy cutting programs to red- 
uce the deficit and on the other hand DOD has been appropriating 
our tax dollars by the millions to upgrade McGuire AFB, a facility 
the Air Force considered no longer needed. In addition it has been 
reported on TV that housing at McGuire and vicinity is very inade- 
quate which will require many millions more to build additional 
housing. Where are the savings in closing bases such as PAFB 
when millions of dollars have to be spent to upgrade a facility 
to meet the needs of a new mission which was unfairly assigned 
to it? The base here originated as a military post during the War 
of 1812  and has had many military uses since then. PAFB and the 
City of Plattsburgh have many desireable advantages. Most military 
are happy and many retire here. 

Won't you please try to right the wrong in closing our base 
and send one or two impartial commissioners on your staff to see 
what PAFB has to offer in the way of facilities to accommodate 
the Air Mobility Wing or some other major mission? The people of 
Plattsburgh will surely appreciate your kind consideration. 

erna L. McCord 



Marlyn W. Cotter 
P.O. Box 35 

Keeseville, NY 12944-0035 

- -- 

April 7, 1 995 

Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman, BRACC 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 

Please reconsider Plattsburgh Air Force Base as a site for a redirect of any mission within the 
Defense Department. Plattsburgh AFB is a beautiful base in a beautiful city with a minimal of 
crime. My husband retired from PAFB in 1972 and we chose to  stay in this area because it is 
such a beautiful area. 

What a waste of facilities! I believe this base got a rotten deal when the last base closure list was 
prepared and this area would certainly benefit from a redirect. Please come up and look at the 
beautiful facilities and runway. 

Thank you for any consideration you may give us. 

Sincerely, 

Marlyn W. Cotter 



T. James Strack 
Mayor 

Trustees 
David W. Jones 

Richard L. Cassidy 
Peter A. Roy 

William Hulshoff 

&&L& @ )44c q l , o  
Eileen M. Valentine 

LAKE PLACID VILLAGE, INC. Village Clerk 

301 Main Street Virginia L. Gilmore 
Village Treasurer 

LAKE PLACID, NEW YORK 12946 

Tel. (518)523-2597 

Fax: (518)523-1321 

William H. Kissel 
Village Attorney 

A p r i l  7, 1995 

The Honorable A1 1 an Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure & Real i gnment Commi s s i  on 
1700 Nor th  Moore S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  1425 
A r l  i ngton, V i r g i n i a  22209 

Dear M r .  Chairman: 

Please rev iew  and g r a n t  a r e - d i r e c t  o f  P l  a t t sbu rgh  A i r  
Force Base, New York. The 1993 BRACC d e c i s i o n  d i d  n o t  
p rov ide  t h e  A i r  Force w i t h  any cho ice  of usage when t h e  
Mobi l  i t y  M i ss i on  was g i ven  t o  McQuire. 

As Mayor o f  a smal l  v i  11 age, "Our Olympic V i  11 age", I 
recogn ize  t h e  need f o r  f a i r n e s s ,  o b j e c t i v i t y  and sound 
f i s c a l  management. If you d o n ' t  r e - d i r e c t  ( t a k e  a second 
1 ook a t  P l  a t t sbu rgh )  , you w i  11 p reven t  t h e  t h r e e  p r i n c i p l e s  
o f  management I must f o l l o w  as a Local  Government O f f i c i a l  
f rom happening. 

Very t r u l y  yours,  

LAKE PLACID VILLAGE, I N C .  
/' 

T. g m e s  S t rack  
Mayor 

TJS : b r  







ROBERT R. ST. MAUR CMSGT, USAF RETIRED 
1 TIOGA LANE 
CHAMPLAIN PARK 
PLATTSBURGH, NEW YORK 

8 APR 95 

SUBJECT: RE-DIRECT OF PLATTSBURGH AIR FORCE BASE 

HONORABLE ALLAN DIXON 
CHAIRMAN, BRAC COMMISSION 
1700 N MOORE ST 
SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON VA 22209 

Honorable Dixon, Sir: 

1. Plattsburgh AFB, the oldest military installation in the 
nation, instilled/injected with millions of tax payers money 
and equiped with state of the art technologies in a variety 
of fieldsI CLOSED !!!-???---WHY ??? It was not on the 1995 
closure list---was it??? 

2. It has been said the South will rise again and it sure 
looks like it. Consider the number of Active duty Military 
Installations in the North East, and while you're at it, 
count the number of patient bed availability compared to the 
San Antonio area, the D.C./beltway area. Here is just a 
glimpse: D.C. 700 Active duty bed availability 

Maryland 744 Active Duty bed Availability 
Virginia 830 Active duty bed availability 

COMPARED TO: MAINE ZERO - O - BEDS 
NEW HAMPSHIRE ZERO - 0 - BEDS 
VERMONT ZERO -0- BEDS 
MASS ZERO - O - BEDS 
CONN 25 Active Duty Beds 
NEW YORK 65 Active Duty Beds 
RHODE ISLAND ZERO - O - BEDS 

25 States exceed 55 active duty beds and yet probably the 
most populated area, the North East has only 90 active duty 
beds for Veterans, retirees and other beneficiaries 
authorized care in active duty medical facilities. 

I will ask you a personal question, SIR. If you are 
authorized medical care, would you live in the North East or 
elsewhere? What would you do if YOU could not afford to 
move, because you were a retiree of the Korean conflict??? 
Lets say You were a retired SSGT or E-5 from that era, what 
would you do??? As you know the Veterans Hospital does not 
take care of retirees, un less you have a service connected 
disability, which not every retiree or other beneficiary 
has. So I guess those categorized real people are S-0-L. 



Ear I%. Mxon; 

I 'm w i t i n g  p u  about P l a t t s b u r g h  AFB a d  the *parent  p o l i t i c a l  
and m f a i r  & c i s i o n  by BRACC '93. 

A s  p u m d o u b t e d l y  know, PAFBtas n o t  on t h e  l i s t  cf b a s e s  to 
be closed,  ht i n s t e a d  w s  s e l e c t e d  ty Defense t o  h o s t  the Air 
M o b i l i t y  Bmmand. I n  a n  1 1 t h  h o u r c k v a s t a t i n g  decisionERACC 
'93  rot m l y  s w i t c h e d  t h e  m i s s i o n  t o  t h e  c h a i r m a n ' s  b m e  s t a t e  
o f  k w  Jersey  (McGuire) b u t  w t e d  t o  c a n c e l  mFB ' s  m i s s i o n  
e n t i r e l y t y  c l o s i n g  t h e  b a s e  e f f e c t i v e  9/95. 

M r .  a x o n ,  P l a t t s b u r g h  i s  a m i l i t a r y  town. I t ' s  a b e a u t i f u l  
p l a c e f b r  m i l i t a r y  p e r s o n n e l  t o  be  s t a t i o n e d .  Fbople h e r e  
l o v e  the m i l i t a r y  and its r e c i p r o c a t e d t y E a n  u n u s u a l l y  h i g h  
p e r c e n t a g e  of m i l i t a r y  r e t i r e e s  who o p t  t o  s t a y  h e r e a f t e r  
r e t i r e m e n t .  You know, we l o s t  a lmos t  a l l  of o u r  be loved 
26 th  h f a n t r y  ln t h e  North A f r i c a n  campaign i n  W W I I .  Wekav 
a = r y  s p e c i a l  p l a c e  i n  o u r  h e a r t s  f o r  t h e  m i l i t a r y - - t h e r e ' s  
h a r d l y a f a m i l y  h e r e  t h a t  d o e s n ' t  have a c h i l d  i n  t h e  m i l i t a r y  
because  o f  o u r  h i s t o r y  w i t h  i t . .  

Webow how t o  t r e a t  o u r  young peop le  who s e r v e  t h e i r  c o u n t r y .  

I i a v e p u  e v e r  been t o  Wrightstown, N . J . ?  I t ' s  a r e a l  p i t i f u l  
p l a c e .  I s p e n t  a few days t h e r e  when my husband f l e w  o u t  o f  
t h e r e  f o r  Greenland.  It h a s  no charm. I t ' s  a  r e a l  s i b e r i a n  
ou tpos t - -d rab ,  f l a t ,  u n i n t e r e s t i n g .  Why a r e  w e  w a s t i n g  m i l l i o n s  
t r y i n g  t o  b r i n g  t h a t  g h a s t l y  p l a c e  up t o  snuf fvhen  PAFB i s  
s ta te  o f  t h e  a r t ?  McGuire i s  l o c a t e d c n  t h e  b u s i e s t  a i r  c o r -  
r i d o r h  t h e  U.S. M i l i t a r y  p e r s o n n e l  s t a t i o n e u  t h e r e  w i l l  n o t  
have t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  l i f e  t h e y  would have i n  P l a t t s b u r g h ,  and 
t h e i r  e f f i c i e n c y  might r e f l e c t  t h a t .  

T h e t a s e  a t  P l a t t s b u r g h  i s  b e a u t i f u l - - i t  h a s  all newly r e n o v a t e d  
hous ing ,  t h e  f l i g h t  l i n e  i s  f irst  c l a s s ,  i t ' s  c l o s e  t o  t h e  P o l e  
f o r  a c t i v i t y  t h a t  might  o c c u r  i n  E u m a s i a  o r  Asia. Our s k i e s  
a r e c l e a r a d  a lmos t  f r e e  of o t h e r  f l i g h t  p a t t e r n s .  The town and 
t h e  m i l i t a r y  have a  s y m b i o t i c  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t h a t  goes  back In 
t h e  1 8 t h  c e n t u r y .  P l a t t s b u r g h ,  I b e l i e v e ,  h a s  t h e  o l d e s t  
c o n t i n u o u s l y  o p e r a t i n g  m i l i t a r y  p r e s e n c e  i n  t h e  U.S. 

We're r i g h t  on Lake Champlain--the b a s e  h a s  i t s  own beach-- 
i t ' s  framed by t h e  Adirondacks on one s i d e  and t h e  Green Mountains 
on t h e  o t h e r .  Montrea l  i s  1 h o u r ' s  d r i v e .  There  a r e  two 
c o l l e g e s  h e r e .  We have a marvelous m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r y .  We g i v e  
o u r  m i l i t a r y  t h e  b e s t  t h e  U.S. h a s  t o  o f f e r  and t h e y  g i v e  W k  
t h e i r  b e s t  because  o f  i t .  

Would you be w i l l i n g  t o  have your  commission c o r r e c t  an  u n f a i r  
and r e a l  wrong done i n  '93? Would you p l e a s e  come up h e r e  a d  
s e e  t h i s  b e a u f i t u l  and f u n c t i o n a l  b a s e  and t h e  e n v i r o n s ?  
W i l l  you l e t  u s  c o n t i n u e  t o  l o v e  and s e r v e  o u r  m i l  a r y  f a m i l y ?  
I p a y  you r e c o n s i d e r  PAFB. Thank you, M r .  Dixon & 

. ~ i  nnnnn1.r T e r r v  ~ r a d e r  (Mrs - 



AVIS FOSTER 
1 Lakeview Meadows Road 

Keeseville, NY 12944 

April 7, 1995 

Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman, BRACC 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 

Would you please consider the redirect of Plattsburgh Air Force Base for any mission within the 
defense department. 

Plattsburgh has a lot to  offer. The area is beautiful with lots of open skies for training missions 
and the base has beautiful facilities. 

Thank you for any consideration you may give us. 

Sincerely, 

Avis Foster 



3. SIR, I pray that your leadership and your commission has 
more integrity than the last commission. Can YOU at least 
listen and consider what the Air Force said to the previous 
commission, and to you. 

THANK YOU YOUR HONOR 

&Z %&&T8 USAF RETIRED 
A PROUD THIRTY YEAR VETERAN (1961-1991) 
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TEL. 563-558 1 

ENGINEERING SERVICES 
JOSEPH J. MARTINA 

Professional Engineer and Land Surveyor 

31 MORRISON AVENUE 

PLATTSBURGH, NEW YORK 12901 

Apri l  6, 1995 

Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
1995 BRACC Commission 
S u i t e  1425 
1700 No. Moore S t r e e t  
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear M r .  Dixon: 

P lease  dc whatever you can t o  keep t h e  P la t t sburgh  A i r  
Force Base open, a s  a  perpe tua l  park of our Mi l i t a ry .  

During World War T I ,  t h i s  w r i t e r  graduated from Midshipman 
School a t  t h e  Base i n  t h e  Spring of 1944 a s  an Ensign i n  t h e  
U.S. Navy. Our base i s  one of my Alma Maters, and I a l s o  found 
my wonderful wife here. Two thousand of us  were graduated i n  
t h a t  c l a s s .  Almost t o  a man, t h e s e  young O f f i c e r s  were s e n t  
t o  t h e  P a c i f i c  Theatre t o  jo in  t h e  American island-hopping campaign 
which r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  f i n a l  de fea t  of t h e  Japanese Empire. 

For many decades, which reach i n t o  t h e  1800ts ,  t h e  Pla t t sburgh 
Base has cont r ibuted  t o  t h e  wel fare  of our country i n  war and 
i n  peace. 

People i n  t h e  North Country love our Base and t h e  people 
who s t a f f  it. Many have served i n  t h e  Armed Forces. This i s  
a  m i l i t a r y  community. 

It is my f e r v e n t  hope t h a t  t h e  Commission w i l l  reconsider  
i ts  decis ion  t o  c lose  our Base. 

S incere ly ,  
8 



p@/sbY1'R~ B v@ 'Lo 

7 April 1995 

Mr Alan Dixon 
Chairman BRAL3C 

Dear Mr Dixon 

I am a USAF re t i ree  and own a home in the c i t y  of Ylattsburgh, New Pork. 
Like most military ret irees I have relied on P U B  for many yews both 
while on active duty and as a military re tbee .  

Therefore I am asking you t o  encourage the commissioners t o  rehear the 
FAFB case, Thb is a very beautiful base and is  very essentia2 t o  the USBF, 

Since the planes ham departed PAFB the slcys around Plattsburgh have become 
very ampty and quite, It seems too bad that  a l l  t h i s  vast airspace should 
be unused when other areas are so congested. 

Be place the fa te  of PAFB in the hands of the B W C .  Please keep us in your 
thoughts. M a y  God bless and help each aember of the coDYnissiotl i n  your 
d i f f icul t  task. Thank Y o u  Very Much. 

"60nald M ~cdaber MSQT Retired 
43 South Peru Street 
Plattsburgh, Mew Pork 12901 

DONALD SCHABER 
HSGT USAF (RETI 
43 S PERU ST 
PLATTSBURGH, NY 12901 



Documel-t Separator 



Thomas E.  Nagowski 
2910 Main S t r e e t  R t  22 
Peru,  New York 12972 
7 Apri l  1995 

Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman BRACC 
1700 N.  Moore S t r e e t  
S u i t e  1425 
Arl ington,  VA 22209 

Honorable Alan J.  Dixon, 

I f u l l y  understand and am i n  complete accord with the B R A C C 1 s  
f u n c t i o n s  of c u t t i n g  the  f a t  and non-essent ial  m i l i t a r y  i n s t a l l a -  
t i o n s ,  while a t  the  same time insur ing  t h a t  the  United S t a t e s  main- 
t a i n  a s t rong ,  well  equipped, wel l  t r a ined  and prepared m i l i t a r y  
f o r c e  paramount t o  n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y .  

With t h i s  goal i n  mind, I ask yop and your Commission t o  
address  a  d r a s t i c  e r r o r  made by the  1993 BRACC which d i rec ted  the  
c l o s u r e  of P la t t sburgh AFB, N.Y. I s t rongly  bel ieve t h a t  once the  
p r e s e n t  BRACC were t o  review the  1993 recommendations of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, U.S. A i r  Force Chief of S t a f f ,  the U . S .  A i r  Force 
and the  BIIACC1s own s t a f f  of exper t s ,  t h a t  unequivocally P la t t sburgh  
AFB was no t  only the bes t  A i r  Force base on the  East Coast capable 
of performing the  A i r  Nob i l i ty  Command's mission; but ,  t h a t  the  lais- 
s i o n  a t  P la t t sburgh XF3, was t o  be increased 2s an e s s e n t i a l  A i r  
E'iobility hub - one of the  most important l i n k s  i n  the U.S. M i l i t a r y 1  s 
missions i n  Europe, Russia ,  the  Middle Eas t ,  and i n  f a c t  - the e n t i r e  
world. 

A s  a former member of the  I n t e l l i g e n c e  Community, I be l ieve  t h a t  
once your Commission reviews the  f a c t s  and f  igu res  already a v a i l a b l e  
t o  you, you w i l l  see t h a t  P1attsbur:;h d i 3 :  on mer i t  alone,  i s  essen- 
t i a l  t o  our na t iona l  s e c u r i t y .  

A Concerned Ci t i zen  

Thomas E. Nagowski 



P.O. Box 127 
17 1 Ganong Drive 
Saranac, NY 1 298 1 
7 April 1995 

Honorable Allan Dixon 
BRACC Chairman 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 

Please accept this letter as our request for a re-direct to the BRACC 
regarding the closure of Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, NY. 

We ask that you at least place Plattsburgh on the list for reconsideration 
when BRACC meets this year. 

Thank you for your consideration of our request. 

Sincerely, 

Richard A. ~ o k e a  USN/Ret. Yvonne E. Gokey 
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Roy A. Girdich 
53 Johnson Avenue, Unit 10 
Plattsburgh, New York 12901 

Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
Alan Dixon, Chairman 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

I am asking for the BRACC to make a decision of fairness, 
a decision which while being fair now, will correct a past 
injustice. 

The decision of the most recent BRACC to close Plattsburgh 
Air Force Base after the Pentagon had made an assessment that 
the base should be a mobility hub was based on the most evil 
of unfair tenants: politics. No one, you now or those from the 
past can, when faced with the demand to respond truthfully, 
say different. 

Plattsburgh AFB must be reconsidered. The argument by those 
who benefited by past wrongs are staging a campaign to discredit 
any requests for a reconsideration of Plattsburgh AFB. Their 
interests are at the most self serving and at the least 
despicable. Granted my letter can be viewed as self serving 
and in truth it is. It is a self professed plea for righteousness 
on the part of a government body that made a decision in the 
past that was improper. 

Plattsburgh AFB is a unique installation, enjoying it's 
place in history as one the nation's oldest military bases and 
as an installation with the greatest of runways, support 
facilities and, even though given short notice in a prior round 
of considerations, a great living environment and community 
for those stationed here. 

You must reconsider Plattsburgh AFB; you must give it the 
fair hearing it never had during the last round of discussions; 
you must show us here and the country as a whole that your job 
to be fair, to be free from political influence and special 
interest groups will be pursued to the fullest ability you as 
a body possess. 





Everett R. Degen 
P.O.Box 405  

Westport, N.Y. 12993 
March 2 9 ,  1995  

Commissioner Alan J. Dixon 
1 9 9 5  Defense Base Realignment 
and Closure Commission 
1700 North More St. 
Suite 1 4 2 5  
Arlington, V.A. 22209  

Bear Sir, 

I have enclosed three items I cut out of the current Air 
Force Times. With so much publicity about the concern over base 
housing for the military, I wonder if anyone on your team would 
like to inspect the newly renovated base housing at Plattsburgh, 
A.F.B.. A beautiful but empty community. 

I recently attended a conference in Newark, N.J. and watched 
the air traffic that was stacked up waiting to land at just one 
of the major airports in that area. It was a crowded sky 
already, and the cost of upgrading McGuire, A.F.B. to add to the 
air traffic congestion seems a bit ludicrous to me when aircrew 
safety is supposed to be a "Priority-One" consideration. 

Another prime factor that must be considered by your group, 
is the quality of life for the people in uniform and their 
families. They are not animals waiting to be placed on bases 
selected by the most influential politicians who want to keep 
Federal money in their own district. They are men and women who 
have signed a contract to defend their country in time of war and 
serve where assigned. Military pay falls further behind the 
civilian sector every year, by anyone's "bean-counting" so their 
has to be something else offered to keep people  in uniform. 

Come visit the Plattsburgh College Community in up-state New 
York where some residents still leave the keys in their cars, and 
their house door's un-locked when they go to bed at night. 

Sir, you can't "circle-the-wagons" and put all the remaining 
military bases in the south. It doesn't make any sense, military 
or otherwise, to leave our nations' borders unattended. 

I respectfully ask that your committee take another look at 
Plattsburgh, A.F.B. and what it has to offer. It was not listed 
on the previous closure list until the Chairman, from New Jersey, 
defied the Secretary of Defense and the Air Force Chief of Staff 
by adding it to the list himself. To replace what is already in 
place at Flattsburgh, A.F.B. is going to cost the Department of 
Air Force, and the taxpayers, a great deal of money. 

I thank you, or your representative, for taking the time to 
read my letter. National Security and Quality of Life can g3 
together. 



28 March 1395 

Alan J ,  Dixon ,  Chairman 
1995 FRAC Cc?mmission 
F v l t e  14-25 
1780  N. Moore S t r e e t  
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 22290 

I t  i s  o f  utmost, impcrt ,ance t h a t  r e d i r e c t ,  be  con-  
s i d e r e d  i n  t h e  i n s t a n c e  o f  - PLAfITS?lJF,GE k l ?  P O I I C E  --- 
E A X ,  >JY. -- 

" - 
Tie t en t ion  o f ,  a n d  l a r g o  expend i t , u re s  on ~ b i a ~ u i r e  
A i r  B a s e ,  UJ, i s  t h e  u l t i m a t e  d l s r eg -a rd  o f  s o l ~ n d  
f i s c a l  p l a n n i n g .  

Commercial  a i r l i n e  t r a f f i c ,  f rm a t  l e a s t  f o u r  
a i r ~ o r t s ,  s u r e l y  d o  n o t  need t h e  h a z s ~ d s  : l a p i r e  
p r e s e n t s  - T e t e r b o r o ,  Flewar'c, LaGuard ia ,  2 n d  JFX 
- w i t h  which  t h e  FAA do.11-tless a g r e e s .  ( ~ m  a 
n a t i v e  of M e t r o p o l i t a n  a r e a . )  

.-- 
i. x ~ o n d i  t l ~ r e s  a t  c o n s i d e r 7 b l y  u p d s t e d  P i k  TT5PiTRCI-i 
AI? FOhC3 BBFE wqcld n o t  be a s  c o s t l y .  A l s o ,  t h e '  
l a t t o r  p o s e s  no a i r l i n e  h a ~ a r d ,  F ' a c i l i f , i e s  a t  
FAFQ a r e  incom;3arsble  i n  t h e  n o r t h e a s t ,  and  T'kSE 
CATASILITIPS f o r  " a n y t , h i n ~  t h e  3.:. ( p u t s )  i n  t h e  
a i r ' '  a r e  :elf  - e v i d e n t .  I t  h a s  e n j o y e d  e x c e l l e n t  
r a w q o r t  w i t h  t h e  P o v a l  Canadian  A i r  E o r c e ,  which  
i n t a r j e c t , ~  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s  o f  e s ~ e c i a l  
F m o r t a n c e .  

C l o s i n p  PL!\TTLEUKGH AIP r ?I'.CE EAFE a l s o  d e p r i v e s  
t h o u s a ~ d s  o f  2 l i g i b l e  ~ i l i t a r y  and  f a m i l i e s ,  f r o n  
all ~ e r v i c e s ,  o f  r i p h t s  e a r n e d .  i t  i s  o u r  s s u r c e  
o f  U.?,. con t , r ac t ed  b e n e f i t s  f o r  l i v e s  o f  s e r v i c e  
a n 1  s a c r i f i c e .  

I t  i s  i r n p e r n t i v e  t h a t  t h e  p o l i t , i c s  of  t h i s  ~ i t u a -  
t i o n  b e  r eexamined .  Your c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  HEDIR- 
3CT i n  t h i s  m a t t e r  i s  d e e p l y  a p p r e c i a t e d .  

Very  t r l x l y  y o u r s ,  

f l r s .  J. 'r,'. V a r i a n  
D .  3. P Q X  1C35 
Laks " l a c i d ,  UY 12940 



Commissioner Alan J. Dixon 
1995 Defense Base Realignment and 

Closure  Commission 
1700 North !$loore S t .  S u i t e  1425 
Ar l ing ton ,  VA 2 2 2 3 9  

Dear Nr. Dixon, 

We r e s p e c t f u l l y  r e q u e s t  t h a t  your Commission r econs ide r  
t h e  f a t e  of P l a t t s b u r q h  N F R ,  which, a s  you know, has  been 
scheduled f o r  c l o s u r e  i n  S e ~ t e m b e r  1995. 

The d e c i s i o n  t o  c l o s e  P l a t t s b u r q h  AFF, i n  s p i t e  of  t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  t h e  Department of Defense and U S  A i r  Force o f f i c i a l s  w e r e  
n o t  on ly  a g a i n s t  t h e  c l o s a r e ,  h u t  were a c t u a l l y  i n  f avo r  of  expandinq 
t h e  miss ion of  t h e  base  i s  hard t o  comprehend. There can he  no 
doubt t h a t  ' ~ o l i t i c s  p layed an important  r o l e  i n  t h i s  dec i s ion .  

From t h e  s t a n d p o i n t  of a  r e t i r e d  memher of  t h e  A i r  Force ,  t h e  
c l o s u r e  of  P l a t t s b u r q h  AFB r e p r e s e n t s  a  b e t r a y a l  of  t h o s e  Wealth 
and o t h e r  b e n e f i t s  which a r e  provided a t  a  m i l i t a r y  i n s t a l l a t i o n  f o r  
t hose  who have served t h e i r  country  f o r  many yea r s .  But, more 
i ~ p o r t a n t l y ,  t h e  defense  of  t h e  United S t a t e s  i s  i n  jeopardy a s  
a r e s u l t  of  t h e s e  c l o s i n q s .  Granted,  some bases  a r e  super f luous  
and should be  c l o s e d .  P l a t t s b u r g h  AFB i s  n o t  one of them. 

When one c o n s i d e r s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  p a a c t i c a l l y  no 
A i r  Force  Bases i n  t h e  Nor theas t  s e c t i o n  of  t h e  United S t a t e s  who 
have a M i l i t a r y  miss ion i n  t h e  defense  of t h i s  coun t ry ,  one can 
r e a l i z e  what a f r i g h t f u l  s i t u a t i o n  t h i s  p r e s e n t s .  

W e  would urge  you t o  cons ide r  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n ,  and t a k e  s t e p s  
t o  p l a c e  P l a t t s b u r g h  AFB on t h e  l i s t  f o r  d i s c u s s i o n  a t  t h e  upcominq 
BRACC meeting. Thank you f o r  your cons ide ra t ion .  

S i n c e r e l y  Yours, 

( K r  & Mrs) MES P.  LAWIERS 
%.S .A.F. (Re t i r ed )  

P.O.  Box 345 
Champlain, NY 12919 



Robert J. Bunnell 
30 Haymeadow Road 

Morrisonville, NY 12962 
(518) 566-7231 

March 22,1995 

Commissioner Alan J. Dixon 
1995 Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Monroe St 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I hope you will take action within your committee to correct a gross injustice that 
was committed by the last BRACC! 

Plattsburgh AFB was the political pawn sacrificed in order to benefit political careers 
of New Jersey politicians on the 1993 BRACC. As you may recall, Plattsburgh AFB 
was not even on the Pentagon list of base closures for that year and was added by the 
BRACC while removing McGuire AFB from the Pentagon list! 

I am a retired Air Force Colonel with an extensive flying background and am very 
familiar with both Air Force bases. I have been on the ramps and runways of both 
bases recently and have seen the condition of the facilities of each. From every 
standpoint, Plattsburgh AFB clearly holds an edge over McGuire AFB.. . . .. .runway 
and ramps are in much better shape, buildings are newer and better maintained, the 
flying operations are unhampered by high volume civilian air traffic (the New 
York-Washington corridor), and the flight time to Europe is shorter. The 1993 
BRACC decision to reopen McGuire AFB in favor of keeping Plattsburgh AFB open 
ignored the Pentagon's desires, the additional costs of repair and improvement of 
McGuire AFB, and the crowded airspace around McGuire AFB! 

I urge your commission to revisit this issue and stop the politicization of this 
BRACC process. Please review the 1993 BRACC decisions surrounding Plattsburgh 
AFB's closure and decide whether it warrants keeping Plattsburgh AFB open. The 
needs of the nation and the Air Force should come before any political gains! 
Reverse this 1993 BRACC decision on the grounds that it did not follow its own 
guidelines and the choice was made in favor of politics rather than in the best 
interests of Air Force an the nation! 

Sincerely, 



Herman M. Durocher 
645 Military Turnpike 
Plattsburgh, NY 
12901-9525 





Neal Keach, CPP Award Winning Pl~otograplier 

Neal & Linda Keach 
1115 Rand Hill Rd 
Morrisonville, NY 12962 
March 22,1995 

Commissioner Alan J. Dixon 
1995 De1Eense Base Realignment and Closure Conrmssion 
1700 North Moore St 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Cormnisioner Dixon, 

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter. My purpose is to voice my humble 
opinion on the tragic decision made by BRACC 1993 concerning Plattsburgh Air Force 
Base. The decision to close this fine h i l i l y  wai apparently made for political reasons. 
The Department of Defense had chosen PAFB asl the designated site for the Northeast Air 
Mobility Command and was not even on the list of bases that were to be considered for 
closure in 1993. James Couture, aformer Conjpssman fiom the state o m e w  Jersey, 
somehow convinced the civilian BRACC members that McOuire Air Force Base located 
in New Jersey (dated for closure by the DOD) should become the AMC and that PAFB 
should be closed in its place. 

The residents of the Plaltdn~& and Clinton County area are ,F'" Eiom this 
deciaon The loss of the Base is not only tragic in an economic wsy m a  bt& 
the fad that many additional tax dollars must be expended to s a 
terrible waste of money in light of the smaller Defense budget . 

Would it not be better to look at thie situation again in order to serve the taxpayers 
of America in the way we deserve to be served 

Thanks for listening!! 

*!& 
I - 

Sincerely, 

Neal aad Linda Keach 
5383 Peru Street, Plattsburgh, NY 12901 58 1-561 -4550 



4 Laure l  Court 
P l a t t s b u r g h ,  N Y 
12901-6012 
23 March 1995 

Commissioner Alan J, Dixon 
1995 Defense Base Realignment & Closure  Comm. 
1700 North Moore S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  1425 
Ar l ing ton ,  VA 22209 

Dear S i r s  

I am w r i t i n g  you from the  s t a n d p o i n t  of a m i l i t a r y  ret ireee 
and as p r o f e s s i o n a l  p i l o t ,  r e q u e s t i n g  your Commission r econs ide r  
P l a t t s b u r g h  AFB f o r  a miss ion du r ing  your 1995 agenda, As a 
m i l i t a r y  r e t i r e e ,  I ,  and many thousand o t h e r s  l i v i n g  i n  t he  North 
Country l o s e  t he  only m i l i t a r y  f a c i l i t y  a v a i l a b l e  upon which we 
r e l y  f o r  h e a l t h  c a r e  and food s e r v i c e s .  A s  a p r o f e s s i o n a l  p i l o t .  
I can a t t e s t  t o  t he  f l y i n g  weather ,  ins t rument  a r r i v a l s  and de- 
p a r t u r e s ,  and o v e r a l l  base f a c i l i t i e s  a t  PAPB t o  be much s u p e r i o r  
t o  those  a t  WcGuire BPB. When I was i n  s e r v i c e ,  I was s t a t i o n e d  
and f l y i n g  a t  bo th  AF Bases and, i t  is  my p r o f e s s i o n a l  observa- 
t i o n  t h a t  f make t h a t  s t a t emen t ,  

Also,  reviewing comments of General  Johnson t h a t  were made 
a t  t he  f i n a l  1993 BRACC meeting at which t ime he sta ted ,  "PAFB has 
b e t t e r  facilities b u t  McGuire AFB i s  c l o s e r  t o  our  f r i e n d s w  i s  
a b s o l u t e l y  l u d i c r o ~ l s ,  F i r s t ,  i n  t he  age of  j e t  ope ra t ion ,  a few 
hundred mi les  one way o r  t h e  o t h e r  i n  min iscu le ,  Secondly,  who 
are the  f r i e n d s  he was r e f e r r i n g  t o ?  Th i rd ly ,  should an a c t i o n  of - 
international significance occur whereby our aircraft were needed 
i n  immediate deployment, a l l  c i v i l i a n  a i r c r a f t  ope ra t ing  i n  and 
around the  N e w  York, P h i l i d e l p h i a ,  and Washington a r e a s  would have 
t o  be c u r t a i l e d  t o  a l l ow a i r c r a f t  t o  d e p a r t  ILlcGuire. This  ob- 
s t r u c t i o n  t o  a i r c r a f t  ope ra t ion  does n o t  e x i s t  a t  the  PAFB and 
t h e  surrounding a r e a s .  

F i n a l l y ,  it has  been brought t o  my a t t e n t i o n  by q u a l i f i e d  
KC-10 a i l o t s  t h a t  a  f u l l y  l o ~ d e d  K C - 1 0  cannot  s a f e l y  opera te  ou t  
of  McCuire AFB a t  t he  p r e s e n t  time. 

The review and c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of the  p rev ious ly  mentioned 
f a c t s  by you and y o u r  comrnission i n  a rnission a t  PAF'B f o r  f u t u r e  
o p e r a t i o n  would g r e a t l y  be app rec i a t ed .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  
A 

Almet B.E. Harran 
Ma j o r  USAF Re t , 



26 March 1995  

3 2  Brookside Avenue 
Morrisonville, N.Y. 1 2 9 6 2  

Com. Alan J. Dixon 
1 9 9 5  Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1 7 0 0  North Moore Streeet 
Suite 1 4 2 5  
Arlington, Va 22209  

Dear Commissioner Dixon, 

Perhaps you have heard over and over again that the closing 
of Plattsburgh Airforce Base should never have happened? May 
I impose upon your good patience to read another letter 
sup?nr t j .ng  all those who have expounded sll the reasons why 
P.A.F.B. should be Air Mobility Command location? 

Before retiring from the U.S. Army I lived in New Jersey for 
over 3 7  years. Therefore it can be said without any reservation 
that Maguire Air Force Base is absolutely unsuited for safe 
flight operation. 

Sir, do we have to await the terrible possibility of a 
catastrophic crash between military and civilian aircraft? 
The highly probable tragic accident looms over the Jersey skys 
daily. I sincerely hope and pray that such an occurence never 
materialises. 

Both military and civilian people agree that certain installation 
need to be closed, but I do not understand how a determination 
to close our ideal facility was decided. We have everything 
at our fingertips for the best of aircraft operation which 
includes the utmost of air clearance and safety. Safety should 
always be the number one priority for everyday mission 
completion. 

Commissioner Dixon I do not have to continue expounding the 
many, many outstanding operational features for making our 
airbase the main facility of The Air Mobility Command. 

Sir, let's look at certain areas where a major conflict cold 
uccur. Would it not be a major asset and financial benefit 
to fuel combat and supply aircraft from a base that needs little 
or no upgrading to perform its mission? Maguire Air Force Base 
could not be ready if a major war started tomorrow. On the 
other hand P.A.F.B. is equiped to go into action at short notice 
based on superior logistics. 

Finally, Commissioner Dixon, please give us the chance to prove 
we are right in our assumption that Plattsburgh Air Force base 
is the most prudent selection for tanker location. 



At your earliest convenience may I receive a reply? 

Charles A. sellin 
( 5 1 8 )  561-231 1 



December 14, 1994 

Commissioner Dixon 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear  omm missioner Dixon: 

I am writing in regard to the closure of Plattsburgh Air Force 
Base and the new policy for military defense. Before the BRACC 
commission meets again in 1995, I believe it would be in the 
interest of the commission to look into Plattsburgh Air Force 
Base again. As I am sure you are aware, this base was 
recommended for expansion by the Department of Defense and closed 
by the BRACC commission. It scares me to think that politicians 
know more about the military than the defense department. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base has one of the best runways, is one of 
the most modern bases in the United States, and a major strategic 
point in defense and referred to by military who have been 
stationed here as the ltCadillacll of military bases. We have very 
little air traffic compared to McGuire (the base recommended for 
closure by the military and given the air mobile wing by BRACC) 
and an excellent relationship between military and civilians as 
Plattsburgh has been a military town almost continually since the 
Civil War. Further, the cost of keeping Plattsburgh Air Force 
Base open would be minimal compared to trying to reopen another 
military site. 

I thank you for any consideration you may be able to give to 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base prior to the 1995 hearings. 

Very truly yours, 

Shirley dlkeary 
12 Graves Lane 

/ 
Plattsburgh, NY 12901 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209  
703-696-0504 

December 29, 1994 

Ms. Shirley Kilkeary 
12 Graves Lane 
Plattsburgh, NY 1290 1 

Dear Ms. Kilkeary: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Plattsburgh AFB to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. Lyles 
i/ 

Staff Director 



January 12, 1995 

Commissioner Dixon 
Defense Base Closure t Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear commissioner Dixon: 

Enclosed is a copy of a recent editorial from the 
Plattsburgh Press Republican regarding BRACC. I am sending this 
in the hopes that another area that is recommended by the 
Department of Defense to keep their military establishment open 
is not closed by BRACC llspecial interest personnelw. Plattsburgh 
Air Force Base was politically assassinated by BRACC 1993 and Mr. 
Courter. We did not have the political power to fight such a 
powerful group nor did we have the population to demonstrate our 
interest in keeping our base. 

The voters sent a message in the November elections 
that they would now like honest and fair representation. Please 
do not let another quality military establishment go down the 
drain because of someone's ttspecial interestu. 

Very truly yours, 

Shirley A. Kilkeary 
12 Graves Lane 
Plattsburgh, NY 12901 



1 I)C VIEWPOINT 
I Courter's nose is growing 

If James Courter were Pinocchio, his 
nose would stretch from McGuire Air 
Force Base in New Jersey to Platt- 
sburgh. 

Most of the North Country will re- 

) member Courter. He's the guy from 
New Jersey who chaired the federal 
IUase Realignment and Closure Com- 
mission in 1991 and 1993, the panel 
that voted to close Plattsburgh Air 
Force Base after hearing sterling tes- 
timony from Air Force experts about 
the importance of the local military fa- 
cility. 

Courter's in the news again as the 
issue of selecting those members to 
serve on BRACC 1995 becomes timely. 
Here's what happened: 

Sen. Tom Daschle, a Democrat from 
South Dakota and the new Senate mi- 
nority leader, was accused the other 
day of using his position to pick a 
businessman from his home state to 
serve on the final edition of BRACC. 
The problem is that the appointee, who 
runs  a commercial refrigeration 
business in Rapid City, S.C., is leading 
the drive to save Ellsworth Air Force 
.Base, South Dakota's largest employer. 

Daschle, because he's the new Dem- 
ocratic leader in the Senate, is entitled 
to make one recommendation for a 
presidential appointment to BRACC, 
the eight-member panel that will 
decide which military bases are to be 
closed now that the Cold War is over. 

The idea behind the BRACC, as 
North Country residents are most fa- 
miliar, is to set up an independent, 
bipartisan method of deciding which 
rnilitary facilities should be closed and 
which should be tlownsized. 

Enter Courter. He chaired the com- 
mission from 1991 to 1994. When 
asked by an Associated Press reporter 

his reaction of Daschle's action, 
Courter said: "He's not coming with a 
perspective of evenhandedness. It's 
very important to have no opinion on a 
particular facility." Further, he said 
Daschle's appointee would have to ex- 
cuse himself from any deliberations 
dealing with Ellsworth AFB and 
possibly similar bases. 

What's that? Apparently Courter 
has a short memory. Or perhaps he's of 
the philosphy that one should "do as I 
say, not as I do." 

Courter, who's from New Jersey, in 
1993 claimed his  objectivity a s  
members of the New Jersey congres- 
sional delegation and the state's gov- 
ernor put a full-court press on BRACC 
commissioners in their efforts to keep 
their own McGuire Air Force Base in 
business. 

In case you just came in, U.S. Air 
Force and Department of Defense rec- 
ommendations to BRACC '93 were to 
expand Plattsburgh Air Force Base's 
role to that of Air Mobility Command 
and close the McGuire facility. What 
happened will live in infamy: With one 
dissenting vote, the commissioners 
voted t o  close PAFB and expand 
McGuire's role to that of Air Mobility 
Command. 

Courter's supposed objective role in 
the whole affair has been suspect, and 
questioned by many in and out of the 
Pentagon.  I t ' s  noteworthy t h a t  
Courter, during a BRACC hearing in 
Boston, walked out during PAFB tes- 
timony by retired Gen. Tom Tobin of 
Lake Placid, presumably to catch an 
airplane. 

A n d  n o w  h e  t a l k s  a b o u t  
"evenhandedness" in the latest BRACC 
twist? 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 17, 1994 

Ms. Shirley A. Kilkeary 
12 Graves Lane 
Plattsburg, NY 1290 1 

Dear Ms. Kilkeary: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Plattsburgh AFB to the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helpful to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. ~ ~ l e $ - /  
Staff Director 



Document S eparator 



1 1  April 1 9 9 5  

3 2  Brookside Avenue 
Morrisonville, New York 12962  

Com. Alan J. Dixon 
1 9 9 5  Defenase Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1 7 0 0  North Moore Street 
Alexandria, Va 22209 

Dear Comissioner Dixon, 

May I take the opportunity to add to your files of bases seeking 
reconsideration when the commission convenes? 

Please fully examine the ideal geographical 1.ocation of P.A.F.B, 
New York if our potential enemies launch a full scale surprise 
attack against our nation. To quote a very wise motto  e em ember 
Pearl   arbor" should instill in our minds and hearts a warning 
not to allow our best installations (P.A.F.B.) to deactivate. 
We have the full capability to launch flights of the A.M.C. 
without the slightest interference from major commercial aircraft 
thus reducing little or no probability of an air disaster 

My husband and I have travelled fairly extensively within the 
Eastern United States and have on several occasions enaged in 
conversation about military installation closures. The majority 
opinion cleary indicated that the decision to close P.A.F.B. 
in lieu of McGuire was totally wrong. The reasons were many 
and in my opinion they were convincing. May I add that the 
persons with whom we spoke consisted of former military families, 
retirees, active duty personnel and civilians with no interest 
one way or the other. The latter just looked at the overall 
picture where our tax dollars should go. 

Speaking of expenditures, P.A.F.B. needs considerably little 
funding to maintain or upgrade in comparison to the enormous 
monies to revamp McGuire Air Force Base to satisfactorly meet 
the mission of the AMC. 

Furthermore Mr. Dixon why are so many aircraft directed to our 
local base for enroute mission landings, touch-and-go practise 
and other manuevers? 

Time is of the essence for your representatives to visit our 
locality, please take the contents of this letter, simple though 
they may be, and a reply would be appreciated. 

Lastly, I believe it behooves us to keep P.A.F. fully operational 
and not allow history to repeat itself in the shut-down of a 
military installation which should never have been on any hit 
list. It is no secret that the Department of Air Force and 
people who know the value of our base were very unhappy about 
the decision of BRAC 1993.  



Sincerely, 

Mildred M. Sellin 
(518) 561-231 1 



Document Separator 



Karen A. Newel1 
933 Jersey Swamp Road 

Morrisonville. NY 12962 

April 10, 1995 

Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman, BRACC 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 

Would you please consider the redirect of Plattsburgh Air Force Base for any mission within the 
defense department. 

Plattsburgh has a lot t o  offer. The area is beautiful with lots of open skies for training missions 
and the base has beautiful facilities. 

Thank you for any consideration you may give us. 

Sincerely, 

Karen A. Newell 





JUN 1 5  1b3a 

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 
Veterans Health Administration 

Western Region 
301 Howard Street - Suite 700 
San Francisco, CA 94 105-224 1 

In Reply Refer To: 134MS 

Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

Thank you for your letter of April 14. 1995, regarding the proposa! to rezlign Kirtland 
Air Force Base, New Mexico. Management at Albuquerque VA Medical Center (VAMC) 
expects their overall mission to continue unchanged despite whatever occurs at Kirtland 
Air Force Base. While they do not anticipate any significant changes in veteran services 
and staff, they may need to prepare for an increase in new veterans as a result of military 
retirees changing to the VA as their provider of choice. Additionally, a portion of the 
revenues received through our Joint Venture and Restore Programs may need to be 
replaced. These revenues currently contribute to shared staff and fixed costs. These 
concerns are addressed in the following paragraphs. 

The Albuquerque VAMC currently has 19 active sharing agreements which provided 
$8 million in reimbursement to the facility last fiscal year. The reimbursement figure 
represents all billings for services provided by the VA to the Air Force with the exception 
of the Dental Sharing Agreement. 

The sharing agreements are divided into three areas: 1) Joint Venture; 2) Restore 
(CHAMPUS); and 3) Scarce Medical Contracts. The Joint Venture consists of 17 
agreements between both the VA and DoD in operating a joint health care facility. Restore 
(CHAMPUS) is a program designed to provide lower health care costs to retirees and their 
spouses than the community, based upon excess capacity. This program will be eliminated 
with the relocation of Kirtland Air Force Base. To replace similar revenue streams, the 
Albuquerque VAMC is moving aggressively to become a CHAMPUS provider and participate 
in TRICARE options. To minimize the impact of the base closure, Albuquerque VAMC is 
working with our Headquarters and DoD counterparts to be designated as a preierreci 
provider under TRICARE. Legislative support may be necessary in this regard. If 
CHAMPUSITRICARE participation does not materialize, the Albuquerque VAMC will have to 
seek alternative revenue streams. Currently, the only Scarce Medical Contract that is 
jointly shared by the Albuquerque VAMC and the Kirtland Air Force Base is one OBIGYN 
sharing agreement. 

Without a clear timetable for Air Force downsizing at Kirtland, it is extremely difficult to 
predict the final impact on the VAMC. It is reasonable to conclude that the bulk of revenue 
that changes hands for the Joint Venture will go away. Some of the revenues in this 
program represent reimbursement for raw materials, consumable supplies, etc., and this 
portion of funding will, therefore, be a "wash,* as the services will no longer be required 
and reimbursement was calculated at cost. The balance of the revenues represent Air 
Force contributions of Albuquerque VAMC fixed costs (i.e., utilities, etc.) as well as shared 
staff. New sources of revenues may be required to replace these dollars. A portion of this 

"America is #I-Thanks to our Veterans" 



Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 

may be provided by the Air Force as it is expected that the VA will continue to  provide ongoing 
medical services to  the remaining Air Force staff. 

Let me assure you that we recognize that the realignment of Kirtland Air Force Base is an 
important and sensitive issue. We stand ready t o  participate in the planning process and t o  
assist in whatever way possible to  assure that services are available for DoD beneficiaries who 
will be affected by the proposed base closure. 

Sincerely yours, 

Sheila M. Cullen 
Acting Regional Director 
Western Region 





's MICHAEL HORAN 
' q~ P.O.Box167 

Eagle Nest 
New Mexico 877 1 8 
U.S.A., EE. UU. 

31 May, 1995 
Defense Base 
Closure G Realingment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon and Commissioners: 

CLOSE KIRTLAND AFB, NM 
CLOSE CANNON AFB, NM 

(1) I favour closing Kirtland AFB 
and moving all of the nuclear 
weapons storage at Kirtland 
to PANTEX in Amarillo for 
storage/disassembly. 

(2) I wrote to you concerning 
the Camnon AFB, NM wildlife 
harassment flights: 

In 1990-1991, F/EFllls 
were rotated back to Cannon 
from Europe. Cannon operates 
15,000 sorties (flights) 
of F/EFllls per year in New 
Mexico. 7 5 %  of these 1 5 , 0 0 0  
sorties/year are below 
500 ft. above ground level. 

Many of the flights 
routes are through state 
or federal wildlife refuges 
or conservation areas, such 
as the Colin Neblett Wildlife 
Conservation Area and 
Eagle Nest lake where we live 
and which is an important 
migratory birds flyway. 

Cannon AFB did prepare 
a 1992 EIS for the F/EFllls 
basing and training routes; 
however, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service concerns about harassment 
and threats to threatened and 
endangered species were ignored 
or never responded to. 

Cannon AFB is now proposing 
gradually phasing out the F/EFllls 
from 1996-1998, retaining some 
EFllls beyond 1998, and replacing 
the F/EFllls with F16s to continue 
the same wildlife harassment 
flights for another 30 years. 





MICHAEL HORAN 
P. 0. Box 167 
Eagle Nest 
New Mexico 877 18 
U.S.A., EE. UU. 

Close Kirtland AFB 
Close Cannon AFB 
cont . 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service explained to Cannon AFB 
that many threatened and endangered 
and protefh d species are at risk 
irom t he se  !?eve1 [below 5 0 0 ' 1  
training ro /I tes. Some of the 
species at risk a r e e  bald eagle, 
golden eagle, whooping crane, 
peregrine falcon, aplomado falcon, 
boreal owl, Mexican spotted owl, 
and bats. 

Many species are impacted 
by the decades of incessant noise 
pollution harassment from these 
flights. Harassment or displacement 
of species from their nests or 
habitat is considered a take under 
the Endangered Species Act. Furthermore, 
many of these species are supposed to 
be protected by the International 
Migratory Bird Treat Act. 

Cannon AFB intends to make 
a decision of FONSI (no significant 
impact) for the EA on their proposal 
for decades and hundreds of thousands 
of the low level F16 flights over 
wildlife areas in New Mexico. 

In summary, Cannon AFB 
completely ignored concerns of the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
and the Endangered Species Act, Bald 
and Golden Eagle Protection Act, 
and the International Migratory Bird 
Treat Act. 

For these good reasons, I 
favour closure of both these parasite 
bases in New Mexico, Kirtland and 
Cannon AFBs. Close these parasite 
bases. 

M i c h a e l  Horan 

I ' 
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TO: BRAC 

26th May 1995 
+ fl? 

The more I hear and read on the closing or rather realingment 
of Kirtland the more concerned I become. 

You see I am 86 years old widow of an Air Force enlisted man. I 
volunteer five days a week, at least seven hours a day, in the 
Champus office of KAFB clinic. 

On my way, in and home each day, I pass the Air Force Inspection 
AgencyISafety Agency. What a lovely and expensive building it is. 
However, as a long time tax payer I deeply resent the intentions 
of relocating again this vital part of the Air Force. This 
building is less than two years old and was built specifically 
for this group. You closed Norton we paid for the move here now 
two short years later they are slated to go to Kelly AFB,TX. 
What is more ridiculous is Kelly is now on the so called "hit list". 
Again comes the expense of moving people and equipment plus remodelling 
the building for some unknown occupant. Please stop and consider 
what you are costing we taxpayers? 

In my small way I am still trying to contribute to my country by 
giving my time. Wont you please recongider these action on you 
fellow countrymen. 

Sincerely 



7405 Gtetta St4ee. t  N . E .  
Albuquetque, N . M .  87  7 7 2 

May 2 5 ,  7 9 9 5  

BRAC 
7700 Notth Moom S t ~ e e t ,  
A4lington, V A .  2 2 2 0 9  

PCe.ase give you4 ca4e.&ul evaluation on the. ptoposed changed 
a t  Ki4tland Ai4doace Baae.. 

Be-aide4 being a vety  impmtunt putt  o& the  economy 06 Albuquetque 
and New Mexico i t ' s  &ole i n  the  iju.tU&e de&ense 0 6  ou4 count4y 
i a  v i t a l .  

Thia a4ea haa a ve4y l a tge  mi l i taky  t e t i t e e  population t h a t  
dependa on t he  aeavices t h a t  KZatland Ai46oace Baae paovidea. 
Being the  widow 06  a m i l i t a~ i y  4 e t i t e e  7 must depend on the  
medical, commis~a4y, and exchange p t iv i l eges  t o  supplement 
t he  m i l i t a t y  annuity t h a t  1 aeceive. Plus the  legal  and athe4 
seavices t h a t  1 need. 

Out p4imaty deciaion t o  t e t i a e  i n  Albuquetque was the  ptesence 
0 6  what we conaidefied a petmanent mil i ta4y ea;tabliahment t o  
pfiovide the  aetvicea we we4e asauaed upon f iethement 64om a 
mil i taay ca4ee4. 7n most caaea 4elocation t o  t ece ive  these  
bened ia  64om anothe4 eatabliahment would ctreate a halrdahip 
do4 the  t e t i4eea  aa well aa having an economic eddect on 
A4buque4que. 

Thank you 604 you4 condid~4a.t.ion. 



22 May, 1995 

Defense ~ a s e  Closure and Realignment 
Commission 
Hon. Alan Dixon 
Chairman 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon & Commissioners: 

CLOSE KIRTLAND AFB, NM 
CLOSE CANNON Am, m 

(1) Close Kirtland AFB entirely 
and move all of their nuclear 
weapons junk to PANTEX in 
Amarillo for disassembly. 

(2) Close Cannon AFB entirely 
because of their low 
level Fllls fighter 
aircraft harassment of 
defenseless wildlife 
in northeastern New 
Mexico, an area which 
one of the generals at 
the BRAC hearing in 
Albuquerque referred to 
as uninhabited. 

The Cannon AFB Fllls 
low level fighter aircraft 
IR109 + IRllO are deliberate 
machismo harassment of 
defenseless wildlife 
in northeastern New Mexico. 

Close both of these parasite bases. 

Yours sincerely, 

MICHAEL HORAN 
P. 0. Box 167 
Eagle Nest 
New Mexico 87718 
U.S.A., EE. UU. 

b~dd 1 Qvi~a 
Michael H ran 





May 1 7 ,  1 3 3 5  
F.O. Box 9712 
A l b u q u e r q u e ,  N . M .  87119  

The D e f e n s e  Base C l o s u r e  and R e a l i g h n m e n t  Commiss ion 
1 7 8 8  N o r t h  Moore S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  1 4 2 5  
A r l i n g t o n ,  V i r g i n i a  2 2 2 8 3  

D e a r  S i r s :  

I h a v e  b e e n  f o l l o w i n g  t h e  c i r c u s  b e i n g  p u t  on b y  c e r t a i n  New 
Mexico p o l i t i c i a n s  and  l o c a l  g r e e d y ,  s o - c a l l e d  c i v i c  l e a d e r s  
c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  c l o s i n g  o f  K i r k l a n d  AFE. I w a n t  you t o  know 
t h a t  n o t  e v e r y o n e  a g r e e s  w i t h  t h e s e  s e l f - s e r v i n g  s e l f i s h  v o t e  
h u s t l e r s .  
I am t r u l y  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  w h a t  we a r e  l e a v i n g  o u r  c h i l d r e n  
a n d  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n .  SOMETHING h a s  t o  b e  done  now a n d  it m u s t  
b e  a c r o s s  t h e  b o a r d  i n  c u t t i n g  c o s t s  o f  o u r  g o v e r n m e n t .  I t  i s  
t i m e  t o  f a c e  t h e  t r u t h .  Anyone who h a s  e v e r  d o n e  b u s i n e s s  on 
K i r k l a n d  AFB a n d  S a n d i a  L a b s  o r  s p e n t  a n y t i m e  a t  a l l  t h e r e  
c a n  p l a i n l y  s e e  t h a t  3 8 5  o f  t h e  w o r k e r s  t h e r e  d o  NOTHING. 
T h a t s  t h e  r e a l  t r u t h .  S e n d  i n  some u n d e r c o v e r  p e o p l e  a n d  l e t  
them s e e  wha t  a c t u a l l y  g o e s  on t h e r e  a n d  you w i l l  r e a c h  t h e  
same c o n c l u s i o n ,  T h a t  t h e  b a s e  s h o u l d  b e  c l o s e d  and  t h e  
s o o n e r  t h e  b e t t e r .  Anyone who h a s  t h e  g a l l  t o  s t a n d  up  a n d  
s a y  n o  money w i l l  b e  s a v e d  by c l o s i n g  t h e  b a s e  i s  e i t h e r  a  
damn l i a r  o r  a  c o m p l e t e  i d i o t .  Do wha t  i s  r i g h t  S i r ,  f o r  o u r  
f u t u r e  g e n e r a t i o n s  b e f o r e  it i s  t o o  l a t e .  







Barbara E. Taylor 
1030 Bletcher Rd, SW 
Albuquerque NM 871 05 

May 15,1995 

Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Reference: Kirtland Air Force Base Realignment 

Dear Sirs: 

Although I am a civil service employee working at Kirtland Air Force Base, I am first 
and foremost an American citizen and tax payer. That is why I feel compelled to 
write this letter. 

In reference to the proposed realignment of Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, I 
believe there are several items you should be aware of in making your final decision. 
I know the City of Albuquerque was instrumental in presenting a case at your 
hearings in April. However, there were items not presented at the hearing I feel you 
should be aware of and the commission should take into consideration. 

1. The infrastructure on Kirtland dates back to the 1 930s/40s/50s, requiring 
an unbelievable amount of patching. Since AFMC became the headquarters 
command for Kirtland, funds for the 377th Civil Engineering Squadron to properly 
maintain the base and care for tenant needs have NOT been forthcoming. Kirtland 
is mainly an R&D, tenant occupied base, and I believe AFMC puts the needs of 
Kirtland at the bottom of their list. Civil Engineering personnel have literally been 
required to make "Band-Aid" repairs, such as plugging holes in water lines with ink 
pens, etc., because of inadequate funding. Also of interest should be the manner in 
which funds are delegated for use. Rather than attacking the infrastructure of 
Kirtland, BASE BEAUTIFICATION has become AFMC's main concern. It doesn't 
really matter how beautiful your body may look if your heart gives out on you!! 

2. Another issue is housing requirements for transferring personnel. The 
BRAC may not have been made aware that military family housing on Kirtland is so 
old (some dating back to the 1940s and 1950s) that Kirtland is in the process of 
replacing many of these homes. As families transfer or move out of base housing, 
many of these homes are being demolished and replaced, or heavy duty renovation 
is being accomplished. It would be less costly for DoD to build new homes or put up 
modular homes in the new areas than to pay for demolition and construction of new 
homes on Kirtland. 



In reference to the remaining family housing on Kirtland, I believe DoD and 
the federal government could benefit by selling these homes to lower middle class 
residents in the metroplex area--residents who could not otherwise afford to by a 
home. 

3. Everyone continues to say it isn't fair to DOE for Kirtland to realign 
because they will then be required to maintain and pay for their own security. Let's 
look at this picture from a totally different angle. It is the responsibility of the DoD to 
realign the DoD so it can operate within ever-continuing budget constraints. DoD 
has been doing this all along. However, DOE has not been making the same effort to 
produce necessary cut-backs to bring their spending in line. DoD at Kirtland has 
been shouldering DOE'S major costs for security for years--it is now time for DOE to 
take the responsibility of paying their own way, or make the necessary adjustments 
in their budget to handle their requirements. The DoD SHOULD NOT have to pay 
for DOE'S budgeting requirements. Each agency should be responsible for their own 
care and maintenance. If not, the DoD could be paying DOE'S way forever, and DOE 
will NEVER be required to budget their funds properly. 

As it stands, DOE has a reputation of being one of the most wasteful agencies 
within the federal government. Presently, it appears DOE may be on the chopping 
block, itself, if the congressional balance-the-budge folks follow through with their 
proposals (eliminate DOE), so this whole issue may no longer be an ISSUE. 

4. As it now stands, there is no real strategic purpose for Kirtland--no military 
mission such as training, defense, etc. If the DoD is to do right by the taxpayer, it 
must be allowed to make draw-downs in the RIGHT PLACES and other government 
agencies must be made responsible for their own draw-downs. 

After the Oklahoma City Federal Building bombing, I can't help but think that turning 
Kirtland into a federal, state, and/or city government installation might not be one 
possibility. Parking and access for the general public to do business would be much 
easier, safer, and at minimal cost. Trying to find parking in a downtown area is both 
difficult and expensive for both employees and the general public. One might even 
consider making Kirtland into a district government center. In this way, each 
government agency (federal, state, and city) would be responsible for funding there 
equal share of maintenance and upkeep. As large as Kirtland is, even the University 
of New Mexico could have an East Campus on Kirtland, and private industry could 
be tempted to move their business to Albuquerque by having the available space 
and resources to build and do business. Just a thought. 

Thank you very much for your time and consideration in this matter. I hope my 
comments can be of some assistance in your decision making process. 

Sincerely yours, 



MICHAEL ROE, M.D. 
1104 COLUMBIA N.E. 

ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87106 

5- //-- y<5- 



1517 Sagebrush Trail, SE 
Albuquerque, NM 87123 
May 9, 1995 

Rear Admiral Benjamin F. Nontoya, USN (Ret) 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Admiral Montoya: 

On April 8, 1995, I wrote a letter to Secretary of The Air Force, 
Sheila E. Widnall, questioning the expenditure of Air Force 
funds at Kirtland and possibly other bases shortly before clo- 
sure. Specifically at Kirtland, I questioned the 11 million 
dollar expenditure for the USAF Safety Office Building that was 
completed a year ago, the current and complete rehabilitation of 
the airman's quarters, the large new youth center-ng -- com- 

B ~ ~ r ~ d T ; l o n  o f  tne -, and the broad 

I indicated the Air Staff planning team must have established a 
list of potential bases that might be closed, and it would seem 
only proper to expend only those funds necessary for the normal 
upkeep of the bases. I have enclosed a copy of the reply to my 
letter which you may find interesting from a taxpayer viewpoint. 

If a corporation had several subsidiaries and was downsizing, I 
am sure the CEO would determine which subsidiary was to be closed 
and would limit further expenditures to that to normal upkeep. 
If he didn't he would most certainly hear from the stockholders 
and in all probability be looking for an executive search agency. 

The movement of the Los Angeles Air Station, two office build- 
ings, from California to Kirtland, makes good sense. Albuquerque 
is a less costly place to live which the Variable Housing Allow- 
ance reveals. I recognize this is a political "Hot Potato". 

Sincerely, 

Col. USAF (Ret) 

Encl SAF 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 000 

April 24, 1995 

OFFICE O F  T H E  S E C R E T A R Y  

SAF / LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

Colonel Roscoe L. Bell 
USAF (Retired) 
1517 Sagebrush Trail, SE 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 81723 

Dear Colonel Bell 

This is in response to your letter of April 8, 1995, to the 
Secretary of the Air Force concerning the recommendation to 
realign Kirtland Air Force Base (AFB), New Mexico. Specifically, 
you questioned the funds that were being spent at Kirtland prior 
to the recommended realignment. 

Your concerns regarding expenditure of funds at Kirtland AFB 
are valid observations. All bases are potential closure 
candidates every year. For each BRAC round, the Air Force is 
required to consider all bases equally for closure. Additionally, 
decisions to withhold construction or other funds from certain 
bases would inevitably be viewed as an effort to "set upw a base 
for closure selection. This would correctly be viewed as unfair 
by the communities in which those bases are located. As a result, 
normal funding related to mission needs is continued. A related 
problem would occur if a base were not selected for closure after 
funds were withheld. Its facilities would have deteriorated, and 
it would be difficult to catch up given our tight budgets and long 
project lead times. 

For these reasons, it is impossible to target certain bases 
for decreased funding. Although Kirtland AFB was recommended for 
realignment, not closure, many of these projects will have 
continued benefits for the activities remaining at the base and 
enhance community redevelopment efforts. 

We trust this information is useful. 

Sincerely 

~oloAel, USAF . 

Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 



1517  S a g e b r u s h  T r a i l ,  SE 
A l b u q u e r q u e ,  N M  8 7 1 2 3  
May 9 ,  1 9 9 5  

The H o n o r a b l e  A l a n  J .  Dixon 
C h a i r m a n ,  D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  & R e a l i g n m e n t  Commiss ion 
1700  N .  Moore S t . ,  S u i t e  1 4 2 5  
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 22209 

D e a r  C h a i r m a n  D i x o n :  

On A p r i l  8 ,  1 9 9 5 ,  I w r o t e  a  l e t t e r  t o  S e c r e t a r y  o f  t h e  A i r  F o r c e ,  
S h e i l a  E .  W i d n a l l ,  q u e s t i o n i n g  t h e  e x p e n d i t u r e  o f  A i r  F o r c e  
f u n d s  a t  K i r t l a n d  a n d  p o s s i b l y  o t h e r  b a s e s  s h o r t l y  b e f o r e  c l o -  
s u r e .  S p e c i f i c a l l y  a t  K i r t l a n d ,  I q u e s t i o n e d  t h e  11 m i l l i o n  
d o l l a r  e x p e n d i t u r e  f o r  t h e  USAF S a f e t y  O f f i c e  B u i l d i n g  t h a t  was 
c o m p l e t e d  a  y e a r  a g o ,  t h e  c u r r e n t  a n d  c o m p l e t e  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  o f  
t h e  a i r m a n ' s  q u a r t e r s ,  t h e  l a r g e  new y o u t h  c e n t e r  n e a r i n g  com- 
p l e t i o n ,  t h e  m a j o r  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  o f  t h e  gymnasium,  a n d  t h e  b r o a d  
l a n d s c a p i n g  o f  t h e  e n t i r e  b a s e .  

I i n d i c a t e d  t h e  A i r  S t a f f  p l a n n i n g  t eam m u s t  h a v e  e s t a b l i s h e d  a 
l i s t  o f  p o t e n t i a l  b a s e s  t h a t  m i g h t  b e  c l o s e d ,  and  i t  would  seem 
o n l y  p r o p e r  t o  e x p e n d  o n l y  t h o s e  f u n d s  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  t h e  n o r m a l  
u p k e e p  o f  t h e  b a s e s .  I h a v e  e n c l o s e d  a  c o p y  o f  t h e  r e p l y  t o  my 
l e t t e r  w h i c h  you may f i n d  i n t e r e s t i n g  f rom a  t a x p a y e r  v i e w p o i n t .  

I f  a  c o r p o r a t i o n  h a d  s e v e r a l  s u b s i d i a r i e s  and  was d o w n s i z i n g ,  I 
am s u r e  t h e  CEO would  d e t e r m i n e  w h i c h  s u b s i d i a r y  was t o  b e  c l o s e d  
a n d  would  l i m i t  f u r t h e r  e x p e n d i t u r e s  t o  t h a t  t o  n o r m a l  u p k e e p .  
I f  h e  d i d n ' t  h e  would  m o s t  c e r t a i n l y  h e a r  f r o m  t h e  s t o c k h o l d e r s  
a n d  i n  a l l  p r o b a b i l i t y  b e  l o o k i n g  f o r  a n  e x e c u t i v e  s e a r c h  a g e n c y .  

The movement o f  t h e  Los  A n g e l e s  A i r  S t a t i o n ,  two o f f i c e  b u i l d -  
i n g s ,  f r o m  C a l i f o r n i a  t o  K i r t l a n d ,  makes good s e n s e .  A l b u q u e r q u e  
i s  a l e s s  c o s t l y  p l a c e  t o  l i v e  w h i c h  t h e  V a r i a b l e  H o u s i n g  Al low-  
a n c e  r e v e a l s .  I r e c o g n i z e  t h i s  i s  a  p o l i t i c a l  " H o t  P o t a t o " .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

C o l .  USAF ( R e t )  

E n c l  SAF 



DEPARTMENT O F  THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1000 

April 24, 1995 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

SAF/ LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

Colonel Roscoe L. Bell 
USAF (Retired) 
1517 Sagebrush Trail, SE 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 81723 

Dear Colonel Bell 

This is in response to your letter of April 8, 1995, to the 
Secretary of the Air Force concerning the recommendation to 
realign Kirtland Air Force Base (AFB), New Mexico. Specifically, 
you questioned the funds that were being spent at Kirtland prior 
to the recommended realignment. 

Your concerns regarding expenditure of funds at Kirtland AFB 
are valid observations. All bases are potential closure 
candidates every year. For each BRAC round, the Air Force is 
required to consider all bases equally for closure. Additionally, 
decisions to withhold construction or other funds from certain 
bases would inevitably be viewed as an effort to nset upw a base 
for closure selection. This would correctly be viewed as unfair 
by the communities in which those bases are located. As a result, 
normal funding related to mission needs is continued. A related 
problem would occur if a base were not selected for closure after 
funds were withheld. Its facilities would have deteriorated, and 
it would be difficult to catch up given our tight budgets and long 
project lead times. 

For these reasons, it is impossible to target certain bases 
for decreased funding. Although Kirtland AFB was recommended for 
realignment, not closure, many of these projects will have 
continued benefits for the activities remaining at the base and 
enhance community redevelopment efforts. 

We trust this information is useful. 

Sincerely *a 
~oloAe1, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 



5 May 1; 
4107 Ravel, 
Albuquerque 

BRAC 
1700 Worth Moore S t r e e t  S u i t e  1425 
A r l i n g t o n ,  V i r g i n i a  22209 

S i r s  and Madam 

We s u p p o r t  K i r t l a n d  A i r  Fo rce  Base i n  i t s  p o s i t i o n  
t h a t  c l o s i n g  o r  r e a l i g n i n g  i t  i s  n o t  j u s t i f i a b l e  
because  t h i s  w i l l  be  o n l y  a minor s a v i n g s  o v e r  
many y e a r s .  

Any change w i l l  d i s r u p t  t h e  f i n a n c e s  o f  New Mexico 
and t h a t  o f  t h o u s a n d s  o f  m i l i t a r y  r e t i r e e s .  

Yours t r u l y  

- J 

ARTHUR AVERRUCK 
Colone l ,  USAF R e t i r e d  (JAG) 



2 May, 1995 

Dear Commissioners, 

I am writing to you to advocate the realignment of Kirtland AFB. As a Kirtland 
employee, taxpayer and resident of Albuquerque, I have unique perspectives on the 
proposed realignment. From each of these perspectives, I offer the following 
arguments for realignment: 

Employee: While it is in my own personal interest to not realign Kirtland, the Air 
Force has been a reasonable employer and thus it is reasonable that the interest of 
an individual must be subordinated to the collective interest of the employer. 
While not every Kirtland employee shares this belief, a surprising number do. A 
recent survey conducted amongst graduate MBA students at the University of New 
Mexico showed that the vast majority of students agreed that an employer, whether 
public or private, must have sole discretion on where it will locate its facilities. It 
is hypocrisy for public officials to advocate savings in government as long as it 
does not effect their constituencies. 

Taxpayer: While it is probable that the savings will be less than claimed, there can 
be no basis to the argument that realignment will increase taxes. The major factor 
cited for this increase is that another federal agency (DOE) will have to provide 
Sandia Labs with the security and fire protection currently provided by the Air 
Force. Clearly it should cost DOE no more than it currently costs the Air Force and 
will probably cost less since the city of Albuquerque will have to provide fire 
protection for Sandia just as it does for any commercial firm located in the city. 
Therefore, the worst case is that the realignment will shift some of the costs of 
operating Kirtland to the DOE but will also enable the Air Force to reduce its 
housekeeping costs by reducing the number of bases it must operate. While it may 
take a number of years before the savings exceeds the initial cost of realignment, 
there will be a savings over the realignment lifecycle. Prior to the late 1960s when 
the size of Kirtland was increased, Sandia was responsible for its own security and 
fire protection. With the realignment, Sandia can once again be responsible for 
these costs. 
The argument that realigning Kirtland will effect military operations is not true 

since Kirtland is 1 of 5 Air Force support bases and does not have an operational 
mission. There has been an attempt to show nuclear operational synergy between 
Kirtland and Sandia because the Air Force provides security for the Sandia nuclear 
weapon storage complex. Yet the fact is that the weapons stored in the complex 
are not operational weapons. Instead these weapons are awaiting either 
enhancement by Sandia or are awaiting shipment to Pantex in Amarillo, Texas to 
be destroyed. Since DOE is responsible for transporting them to and from Sandia, 



DOE, not the Air Force, should provide for the security of the storage complex. 
Yet the Air Force has agreed to continue to fund for the security of the complex. 
The recent DOE announcement that Sandia will undergo a 20 to 30 % reduction in 
personnel over the next five years will further reduce Sandia's security needs. 

Resident: An analysis performed by the University of New Mexico Bureau of 
Economic Research shows that the maximum number of direct and indirect jobs to 
be lost will not exceed 10,000 over the 6 years it will take to complete the 
realignment. Currently, Albuquerque is among the top 5 fastest growing 
metropolitan areas in the U.S. and is currently creating 15,000 new jobs a year. 
Thus, the loss of jobs due to realignment will have little or no impact on the 
current rapid growth rate of Albuquerque. Today we have a diversified economy 
with the result that the realignment will have little impact on our economy. The 
relatively small number of people (<I %) who turned out to protest the realignment 
during your visit to Albuquerque indicates the vast majority of the populace concur 
with this assessment. 
The return of Kirtland to the city of Albuquerque presents significant reuse 

opportunities. Contrary to what you were told on 20 April, over 50% not 5% of the 
base is available for reuse. Several federal agencies to include the Customs 
Service, DOE, Naturalization and Immigration and BLM have significant 
operations at Kirtland. With the realignment, there will be opportunities to provide 
permanent retraining and living facilities for the homeless, to attract educational 
institutions, research parks, etc. Again the vast majority of the city is excited about 
the unlimited reuse possibilities. Remember that over 95% of communities that 
have previously lost military bases are stronger economically today. 

Summaw: While the realignment of Kirtland may result in loss of employment for 
some of us and result in both favorable and unfavorable economic consequences 
for the community, the only factors that are to be considered by the commission 
are impact on the operational military mission and cost of the realignment. The 
mission of Kirtland is to acquire and test weapon systems and hence it is a support 
base and has no nuclear or non nuclear operational mission It has no involvement 
in the nuclear weapon design work done by Sandia Labs other than to provide fire 
protection and security. Thus, while Kirtland may have higher military value than 
other support bases, it clearly has less value than a base with an operational 
mission. Thus, on the basis of military value Kirtland should be realigned. As 
regards the cost factor, the cost of providing fire protection and security for Sandia 
will have to be borne by DOE but will be cost neutral. However, the realignment 
will allow a reduction in the number of Air Force bases. While the amount of the 
total cost savings is difficult if not impossible to estimate, no objective person 
would deny there will be savings. Therefore from the standpoint of both military 



value and cost savings, the commission should recommend that Kirtland be 
realigned. 

In closing, I would remind you that it is the clear consensus of the taxpayer that 
the government must significantly reduce its cost base. It is also the consensus of 
the Air Force that it must significantly improve its "tooth to tail" ratio. The logical 
way to satisfy both objectives is to reduce the number of support bases like 
Kirtland. In fact, I would urge the commission to add additional support bases to 
its list - Los Angeles and Hanscom AFBs would be appropriate additions. These 
bases both scored lower than Kirtland in military value but were probably not 
recommended for closure since California and Massachusetts have had closures in 
previous rounds. Finally, fairness dictates that Kirtland should be realigned. While 
the Air Force has reduced its infrastructure over 30% during the past 5 years, not 1 
of the 3 major military facilities in New Mexico has been closed. With the 
realignment of Kirtland, New Mexico will finally pay its fair share. 

(&i$k'ik GL* 
Patrick Carnes 
800 Salamanca N.W. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
87 107 









BRAC 

1700 N. MOORE ST. 

SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA. 22209 

ATTN. HONORABLE ALAN DIXON 

DEAR MR. DIXON: 

AS A NATIVE OF ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO, I WISH TO OFFER A COMMENT 

CONCERNING THE ON-GOING DELIBERATION ON THE DECISION TO CLOSE 

KIRTLAND AFB IN ALBUQUERQUE. 

REGARDLESS OF THE LOGIC AND ANALYSIS BEHIND THE DECISION, I 

BELIEVE LITTLE PUBLICITY, IF ANY, HAS BEEN GIVEN TO THE FACT THAT 

ALBUQUERQUE AND THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO HAS BEEN NOT ONLY GRACED 

BUT ACTUALLY MAINTAINED BY THE US GOVERNMENT OVER THE PAST FIFTY 

YEARS. THE LAST DATA PUBLISHED SHOWED THAT OUR STATE IS IN THE 

TOP THREE STATES IN THE COUNTRY MEASURED BY THE AMOUNT OF 

GOVERNMENT SPENDING IN THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO. ANOTHER PIECE 

OF DATA REFLECTS THAT OUR STATE RECEIVES MORE GOVERNMENT DOLLARS 

PER TAX DOLLAR OUR STATE RESIDENTS SEND TO WASHINGTON D.C. THAN 

ANY OTHER STATE IN THE UNION. NOW OUR IMMATURE MAYOR CHAVEZ AND 

OUR CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION ARE CRYING FOUL, YET WE ALL PROFESS 

THAT WE WANT FISCAL AND POLITICAL RESPONSIBILITY AS LONG AS IT 

DOES NOT OCCUR IN OUR BACK YARD. FURTHERMORE, MR. BRIAN 

MCDONALD, A PROFESSOR AT THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO, HAS 



REVIEWED THE EFFECTS OF POSSIBLE CLOSING AND HAS SUGGESTED THAT 

OUR CITY CAN ABSORB THE LOSS OF THE BASE. OF COURSE, OUR MAYOR 

CHAVEZ HAS IN PUBLIC CLAIMED PROFESSOR MCDONALD DOES NOT KNOW 

WHAT HE IS TALKING ABOUT. 

I SUGGEST THE BASE BE CLOSED IF SUFFICIENT STUDY AND CARE HAS 

BEEN GIVEN IN AN OBJECTIVE FASHION. PERHAPS OUR TOWN COULD THEN 

BEGIN REMOVING ITSELF FROM THE PUBLIC DOLE AND WE COULD BECOME 

PART OF THE SOLUTION RATHER THAN THE PROBLEM. 

SINCERELY, 

CHUCK EDMUNDS 

ALBUQUERQUE, NM 







3829 Simms SE 
Albuquerque NM 87108 
1 May 95 

BEiAG 
1700 N. Iloore St., Suite 1425 
ArLingta? VA 22209 

Dear Corr~x~ issioners : 

Please spare Kirtland AFB from closing or being realigned. As 
most people in Albuquerque know, the KAFB Retention Task Force 
was esta5lished, and following a detajied analysis of the AF 
propossi, determinei. there would be n2 savj-r!..cjs to the taxpayer, 
thaf-  ' T o ~ k ~ " 6 k  Lfle i l l a ~ ! ; ~  nlird I ~ L - ~ L L ~  *I L."^- ,.ld not be transferred 
to t t e  civilian secto~. and that the ~ ~ ~ l q u e  ~ ~ - z c ~ i ~ ~  of the base 

\ for n a t i ~ n a l  defense would be compromised. 

The conci~sions of the task force were that the major changes t, 
the KAFB proposed by the AF will not serve the defense of our 
nation, w.11 not save taxpapers dollars and will not provide 
significant opportunity for the utilization of buildings and 
other facilities for civilian business. The task force also 
concluded t k a t  the proposed actions would be bad for the nation 
and for Albuquerque and the State of New Mexico. 

As private citizens, we respectfully request that your commission 
reconsider its proposal to close or realign Kirtland AFB. We 
need this base. The cost of moving other military organizations 
from KAFB to other bases will take millions of dollars to 
accomplish. Why not move other organizations to Kirtland, such 
as t.he s~aller Los Angeles AFS where the cost of living and doing 
business is so exorbitant and the air is so much dirtier? Our K 
son-in-law is an AF Colonel who was once stationed at the Los 
Anyeles A P S .  He had to pay around $1200 monthly rent for a 
"cracker box" size house. The smog was so bad, his family was 
continuausly cleaning black soot off their patio. That area is 
very gcod f c r  lung cancer. 

Have a heart, keep Kirtland open. 

Sincerelv. a ,  ~~~ P 

L~wrence Birdsbill 
L 

0 

" H,"w 4~Uw.e  
L L b m  

Geraldine H. Birdsbill 
CJ 

. ~ P . s .  WI: are both retired civilian employees of Kirtland AFB. 



C R l l T E l  

ALBUQUERQUE 
C H A Y l r l  o r  

COMMERCE 

May 1, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioner Dixon: 

On behalf of the Greater Albuquerque Chamber of Commerce we 

wish to reiterate our position and concern regarding the possible 

realignment of Kirtland Air Force Base. We stand united in our 

support of Kirtland AFB and are convinced that the factual 

processes that determine BRAC recommendations will support the 

retention of Kirtland AFB as we now know it. 

We applaud the efforts and achievements of our Federal 

Government in so far as it has moved toward effectively reducing 

expenditures and outlays. As conscious citizens we recognize and 

accept the necessary sacrifices which are consequently associated 

with this end; however, we are resolutely convinced that the 

Department of Defense's analyses and conclusions showing the 

proposed realignment of Kirtland AFB resulting in cost reductions 

are misguided and factually unsound. 

The facts are: 1) The realignment will cost the Federal 

Government more in terms of both initial and ongoing costs than is 

currently projected by the DOD, 2 )  Military efficiency will be 

decreased, and 3 )  National security will be compromised due to 

P.O. Box 25100 
Albuquerque, luM 87125 
(505) 764-3700 
FAX 764-3714 



inadequate logistical measures which fail to properly address the 

critical issues of nuclear safeguards, storage and management. 

Based on these facts, the DOD decision to realign Kirtland AFB 

should be reversed. 

Those of us in the private sector have seen significant, local 

productivity improvements in recent years, and suggest that our 

Federal Government take advantage of the productive workers and 

community infrastructure which currently exists and continues to 

develop within the Greater Albuquerque area. 

We implore you to revisit the Department of Defense's 

recommendation to realign Kirtland AFB. The potentially staid 

consequences of a Kirtland realignment expose national interests, 

in terms of both fiscal cost and security, to unnecessary 

concessions. 

Sincerely, 

Donald E. Kawal 
Chairman 

cc: A1 Cornella 
Rebecca Cox 
Gen. J.B. Davis, USAF (RET)  
S Lee King 

&M Benjamin F. Montoya, USN (RET)  
MG Josue Robles, Jr., USA (RET) 
Wendi Louise Steele 

Terri L. Cole, CCE 
President 



L R E A T E R  

ALBUOUEROUE 

May 1, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioner Dixon: 

On behalf of the Greater Albuquerque Chamber of Commerce we 

wish to reiterate our position and concern regarding the possible 

realignment of Kirtland Air Force Base. We stand united in our 

support of Kirtland AFB and are convinced that the factual 

processes that determine BRAC recommendations will support the 

retention of Kirtland AFB as we now know it. 

We applaud the efforts and achievements of our Federal 

Government in so far as it has moved toward effectively reducing 

expenditures and outlays. As conscious citizens we recognize and 

accept the necessary sacrifices which are consequently associated 

with this end; however, we are resolutely convinced that the 

Department of Defense's analyses and conclusions showing the 

proposed realignment of Kirtland AFB resulting in cost reductions 

are misguided and factually unsound. 

The facts are: 1) The realignment will cost the Federal 

Government more in terms of both initial and ongoing costs than is 

currently projected by the DOD, 2) Military efficiency will be 

decreased, and 3) National security will be compromised due to 

P.O. Box 25100 
Albuquerque, NM 87125 
(505) 764-3700 
FAX 764-371 4 



inadequate logistical measures which fail to properly address the 

critical issues of nuclear safeguards, storage and management. 

Based on these facts, the DOD decision to realign Kirtland AFB 

should be reversed. 

Those of us in the private sector have seen significant, local 

productivity improvements in recent years, and suggest that our 

Federal Government take advantage of the productive workers and 

community infrastructure which currently exists and continues to 

develop within the Greater Albuquerque area. 

We implore you to revisit the Department of Defense's 

recommendation to realign Kirtland AFB. The potentially staid 

consequences of a Kirtland realignment expose national interests, 

in terms of both fiscal cost and security, to unnecessary 

concessions. 

Sincerely, 

~onald E. Kawal 
Chairman 

cc: A1 Cornella 
Rebecca Cox 
Gen. J.B. Davis, USAF (RET) 
S. Lee King 
RADM Benjamin F. Montoya, USN (RET) 
MG Josue Robles, Jr . , USA (RET) 
dendi Louise Steele 

Terri L. Cole, CCE 
President 
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The Honorable Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioner Dixon: 

On behalf of the Greater Albuquerque Chamber of Commerce we 

wish to reiterate our position and concern regarding the possible 

realignment of Kirtland Air Force Base. We stand united in our 

support of Kirtland AFB and are convinced that the factual 

processes that determine BRAC recommendations will support the 

retention of Kirtland AFB as we now know it. 

We applaud the efforts and achievements of our Federal 

Government in so far as it has moved toward effectively reducing 

expenditures and outlays. As conscious citizens we recognize and 

accept the necessary sacrifices which are consequently associated 

with this end; however, we are resolutely convinced that the 

Department of Defense's analyses and conclusions showing the 

proposed realignment of Kirtland AFB resulting in cost reductions 

are misguided and factually unsound. 

The facts are: 1) The realignment will cost the Federal 

Government more in terms of both initial and ongoing costs than is 

currently projected by the DOD, 2) Military efficiency will be 

decreased, and 3) National security will be compromised due to 
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We implore you to revisit the Department of Defense's 

recommendation to realign Kirtland AFB. The potentially staid 
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Chairman 
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Terri L. Cole, CCE 
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On behalf of the Greater Albuquerque Chamber of Commerce we 
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support of Kirtland AFB and are convinced that the factual 

processes that determine BRAC recommendations will support the 

retention of Kirtland AFB as we now know it. 

We applaud the efforts and achievements of our Federal 

Government in so far as it has moved toward effectively reducing 
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with this end; however, we are resolutely convinced that the 

Department of Defense's analyses and conclusions showing the 

proposed realignment of Kirtland AFB resulting in cost reductions 

are misguided and factually unsound. 
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Government more in terms of both initial and ongoing costs than is 

currently projected by the DOD, 2 )  Military efficiency will be 
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inadequate logistical measures which fail to properly address the 

critical issues of nuclear safeguards, storage and management. 

Based on these facts, the DOD decision to realign Kirtland AFB 

should be reversed. 

Those of us in the private sector have seen significant, local 

productivity improvements in recent years, and suggest that our 

Federal Government take advantage of the productive workers and 

community infrastructure which currently exists and continues to 

develop within the Greater Albuquerque area. 

We implore you to revisit the Department of Defense's 

recommendation to realign Kirtland AFB. The potentially staid 

consequences of a Kirtland realignment expose national interests, 

in terms of both fiscal cost and security, to unnecessary 

concessions. 

Sincerely, 

Donald E. Kawal 
Chairman 
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Gen. J.B. Davis, USAF (RET) 
S. Lee King 
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77 17 Summer N. E. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
87 1 10-7333 

April 20, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman, Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commissi 
1700 North Moore Street - Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I "take pen in hand" and write to you and your fellow commission members as a 
gravely concerned ci67~n and taxpayer of the United States residing in Albuquerque, 
New Mexico - home of Kirtland Air Force Base. I am deeply concerned because 
Kirtland has been placed on the BRAC list for realignment without a complete understanding 
by the current Air Force top management of its true nature. My deep concern stems from 
the fact that "I am better informed" than most citizens of Albuquerque ~hnl l t  the ~ y t r ~ m ~ l ~ ~  

serious nature of the overall mission of Kirtland Air Force Base and 1 
be the disastrous consequences to the national security of a hasty, ill conceived, 
miscalculated, unilateral decision upon the part of the Air Force to place Kirtland on the 
list. 

"I am better informed" than most because prior to my retirement from the federal service 
in 1993, I spent 27 years as the Director of Engineering, Construction & Development at 
Kirtland and over 5 years with the Department of Energy (DOE) in a very similar 
capacity with facility oversight of Sandia National Laboratories on Kirtland and in 
California. I was directly involved, in a facilities capacity, with every base reorganization, 
move, merger, new mission beddown, change of major command, etc., since 1960, including 
the merger of Manzano, Sandia, and Kirtland bases in 1971. As you are aware, prior to 
that time, Sandia was a Department of Defense "purple suit" organization run by the 
Defense Atomic Support Agency (DASA)(forerunner of the Defense Nuclear Agency) 
with participation from all of the services. Of course, all three bases derived from the 
Manhattan Project and it was extremely logical to merge them. However, this merger 
stemmed only after a long and comprehensive study over many years of what was to 
become the merged base and its tenants and the decision to concentrate these critically 
related activities at Kirtland. 

Again, I am gravely concerned because I believe a miscalculation at this point couM 
seriously jeopardize the security and safety of the citizens of the United States. I 
believe the security of the missions and assets entrusted to Kirtland Air Force Base and 
its tenants are so sensitive and so critical that any savings purported to be had by the Air 
Force pale in comparison. In fact, this issue has such potential impact that no amount of 
"savings" could ever overcome a mistake in this area. The Oklahoma bombing was a 
great national tragedy. However, it is not inconceivable that something of a far greater 
magnitude could occur because of a miscalculation at Kirtland. I also believe, based 
upon my detailed knowledge of the facilities at Kirtland, that those savings are not well 
thought out and were hastily assembled to support a last-minute Air Force decision. I 
have no doubt that conclusion is becoming abundantly clear to you based upon your 
regional hearing in Albuquerque and as you continue your hearings and receive the 
further expert testimony you need to reach your decisions. The Air Force has already 
admitted that they made a mistake on costs - they are now "scrambling" to retain some 
semblance of credibility. 



My foremost concern centers on the continued safeguarding, transporting, and 
safehandling of the special munitions stored at and staged to and from Kirtland including 
those assets contained within the confines of the relatively new, state-of-the-art, Kirtland 
Underground Munitions Storage Complex (KUMSC). 

However, in addition to the munitions security and safety issue there are several more 
very serious concerns that would have been apparent to the Air Force had they not acted 
unilaterally (e.g., without consulting DOE, FCDNA, and other major tenants) and had 
seriously examined the issues. The main issues as I view them from my perspective of 
long experience at Kirtland are: 

Special munitions storage, handling, safeguarding and safehandling - there 
is no margin for error 
The delicate, dynamic, and vital synergism of the research, development, 
testing, and nuclear and special weapons community which has so carefully 
been "put together" over the years and presently exists at Kirtland 
The "true cost" to the taxpayer of the Air Force proposed realignment 
(there is no savings to the taxpayer or to the DOD) 
The fact that the Air Force, in recognition of the uniqueness and value of 
Kirtland has invested literally hundreds of millions of dollars in infrastructure 
and facility improvement as a "sunrise base" designed to be a "complex of 
the future" taking it well into the 21st century while those funds were 
withheld from installations that were designated for downsizing (those 
cost figures are available and are approximately $27 1,726,000 with 
$128,950,000 directly for infrastructure and quality-of-life improvements) 
The need for intelligent long-range planning for the future of the nuclear 
support community including DOE'S weapons laboratories and the unique 
role that Kirtland plays 
The fact that there will be only limited community reuse potential for an 
extremely small portion of the lands comprising Kirtland 
The fact that the Air Force suddenly reversed position and added Kirtland 
to the list in spite of the fact that it scored considerably better than Los 
Angeles Air Force Station in the BRAC criteria and that it had been their 
position for several years to move appropriate elements from Los Angeles 
to Kirtland 

8. The air quality issue 
9. The issue of credibility for the Air Force 
10. and not an insignificant issue, the mounting and astronomical costs to the 

taxpayer for base environmental cleanup, particularly for those bases which 
are realigning or closing 

I beg your indulgence as I try to briefly discuss the salient points of the number one issue 
as I know it exists. I know it was discussed technically and scientifically at the hearing, 
but I would like to give you my perspective as a technically informed person who 
lives in Albuquerque with my family next to Kirtland Air Force Base: 

1 .  Special munitions. This is a frightening issue. Without getting into 
classified areas, KUMSC was designed as a consolidated, state-of-the-art, underground 
munitions storage complex for special munitions with a high degree of security to replace 
the aging, costly-to-maintain and operate, hard-to-protect and secure, sprawling Manzano 
area. The approximately 2800 acres of the fenced (four fences - one electric) Manzano 
area were consolidated into the approximately 28 acres of KUMSC. I served as the base 
civil engineering project officer for this project. The concept, feasibility study, 
environmental assessment, design and construction took place over a period well in 
excess of 10 years. 



The carefully studied security concept (following DOD 5210.4 criteria) involved: a). 
The physical security provided by the facility itself with a predetermined, short "lock-out" 
period against outside forces such as terrorists designed into the facility, b). A 
predetermined response by on-base, on-call, highly trained, military security forces (the 
"calvary"), and c). militarily controlled (trained to absolutely obey orders) security 
personnel with a Personnel Reliability Program, immediately accessible given the alarm, 
and authorized to use the appropriate level-of-force. In short, KUMSC, unlike Manzano, 
is a non-fenced, underground storage area that sits directly in the middle of Kirtland 
relying on the established base boundary as the first perimeter (first line of defense), its 
physical characteristics (the second line of defense) and then response ffom highly-trained, 
military, base security forces (the final defense). I have included a copy of the KUMSC 
Open House Notes of Interest and Smart Sheet for your perusal. 

Why do I believe this is a frightening issue? One only has to pick up the 
newspaper each day and to read current literature (fact and fiction) to understand the 
current threat to the United States, its citizens, and its military: one of terrorism. Can't 
happen here? The issue is not one of paranoia. It happened at the Trade Center in New 
York - fact. It happened in Oklahoma (I had begun writing this letter when that occurred 
- I have inserted it here not to make selfish use of that tragedy but as a cold, hard, 
frightening fact). Terrorists and other countries are attempting to acquire Russian special 
weapons materials and technology - fact. Its happening in Tom Clancy's well-researched 
novels about post coId war occurrences - fiction. Read his Sum of All Fears: through a 
series of Israeli and other governmental "miscalculations", a special weapon falls in the 
hands of well-financed, Iranian terrorists and is denotated at the site of the annual Super 
Bowl. 

"Moriarity's Law is that Murphy's Law is conservative" when it comes to this issue. The 
facts are also that Sandia National Laboratories, with its civilian contractor security 
force, has had two recent, well-publicized security incidents - one where a supposedly 
mentally-unstable person penetrated a DOE security area on Kirtland; the second where a 
Sandia contractor who was inadvertently locked in a fenced, secure area surrounding an 
experimental nuclear reactor, leisurely climbed the alarmed and razor-taped security fences, 
but the security force waited to apprehend him until the next workday to see if he had 
"removed anything from the area". Another publicized incident occurred recently in Los 
Alamos where a civilian contract security guard accidentally and tragically killed another 
guard during a security exercise by grabbing the wrong ammunition vest (instead of laser 
equipment) during a simulated exercise of their security response. Moriarity's Law does 
occasionally apply. 

The bottom line is that the security of these national assets and the safety of its 
citizens should not be allowed to be capriciously relegated to the thinly disguised, 
last minute maneuvering of Air Force top management who added Kirtland to the 
BRAC List apparently as an attempt to show "some savings" and to remove it from 
"their budget." There are no savings to be realized in this area: DOE will be forced 
to perform the deleted but required functions through Sandia National Laboratories 
(now run by Lockheed Martin) who will simply subcontract to yet another civilian 
contractor (not cheap - given OSHA and DOE requirements), add 30+/-% for Sandia 
administration, pass the cost to DOE (who really isn't interested in running an 
installation) who will simply add their costs and charge their Defense Programs 
expense element to DOD: resulting in DOD and the taxpayers picking up the 
"enhanced tab" - truly a shell game. 



The r at "' " ' as rel s to Special "'-apons. Kirtland is not now 
and never w,,, ,, , m e  ,,,.,A,A, functic,. Air Force BL,~. Kirtland is not the kind of 
base where you can take the number and type of fighter or airlift aircraft assigned and use 
an Air Force table, template or program to determine how big a laser laboratory you 
need, how many dormitories, hangars, avionics shops, offices or dining halls. It is a 
wonderful accumulation of tenants, all engaged in nuclear weapons research; special 
weapons research, development and test; operational evaluation: and. now that the 
coldwar has been won with this group at the forefront, 
nuclear stockpile is safe. 

The stockpile may be drastically reduced, but at least for my life time there 
will be nuclear weapons and there will be new special weapons developed as long as 
there is man. The teaming, the partnering, and the synergism which has taken place at 
Kirtland since before the first atomic bomb was tested and dropped is almost as amazing 
as the atomic bomb itself. Literally, the nation's finest minds and best talent has been 
gathered at Kirtland for over 50 years within easy reach of Los Alamos to the north and 
White Sands to the south. These people have been collectively serving in "The Best 
Interest of the Nation". The relationship between the DOE$ Sandia National Laboratories, 
the Department of Defense tenants, the Air Force and the private DOE and DOD contractors 
has often been described as analogous to a "marriage wherein you may occasionally 
experience a rocky road but divorce is never possible ". 

The base is literally a grand merger of three bases who were literally all 
involved in special weapons research, whose lands and infrastructure is so interwoven 
that it is not physically or organizationally possible to pluck out a major unit without 
major disruption of the whole. Kirtland sits in a wonderful location, central to the nation, 
with wonderful year-round weather, and with a tremendous amount of land available 
(with additional capacity) and conducive to the required R, D, T & E in its "south forty 
thousand acres". Much like the space program, ideas have fed ideas for years at Kirtland 
and much technology in support of national medicine, space, etc. has evolved. It has only 
been since winning the cold war that the cloak of fifty years of secrecy has been lifted to 
a degree from Kirtland. 

Citizens of Albuquerque have always been supportive of Kirtland, thought 
they knew what was happening "out there", but never quite sure. Regardless, everyone 
along the "Rio Grande Research and Technology Corridor" including the New Mexico 
universities have joined in and supported the synergism. The logistics and support 
provided in an outstanding fashion by the Air Force for all these many years have 
been the "glue that held this matrix together". They, in turn, have reaped untold 
scientific and other benefit from providing this support. In my view, this proposed 
realignment represents a major threat to this matrix. Past Air Force Chiefs of StaB 
Air Force Systems Command commanders, Secretaries of Defense and Energy, and most 
recently the President, Bill Clinton, have referred to this complex and its laboratories 
and synergism as one of the "Nations Crown Jewels" and lauded its people as the 
warriors who contributed significantly to winning the Cold War. Please believe me, 
that's still the case. 



Thank you so much for your valuable time. I have been proudly associated with 
the Air Force for over 35 years. They have generally made very sound and considered 
decisions as concerns National Security. However, they have made a tremendous mistake 
in this matter for whatever reason. They have admitted a portion of their mistake as 
concerns costs. I am confident that in the final analysis you will determine that the Air 
Force has indeed made a grave mistake in their analysis of Kirtland and you will remove 
it from further consideration for downsizing. I agree with the Kirtland Retention Task 
Force (the Steering Group) in their presentation to you: Kirtland Air Force Base is 
already a Model BRAC Federal Installation and already fulfills the goals you are chartered 
to ensure. 

2 encl - KUMSC Open House 
- Point Paper: Capital Construction "Sunk Costs" 
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SMART SHEET 
KIRTLAND UNDERGROUND 

MUNITION STORAGE COMPLEX 

January 7, 1991 

SIZE: Underground facilities 288,545 sf 
58 storage bays 26' x 110' 

4 storage bays 26' x 30' 

Operations Building 
Utility Building 

COST: Buildings CWE $36,012,428 
Doors CWE 7,142,995 

Contract growth factor 2.8% 

MANPOWER: 346 FTEs savings at $1,200,000 per month 
260 Security Police 

23 AVDS staff 
63 misc base support (BCE, Comm, etc) 

STRUCTURE: 60,000 cubic yards of concrete 
12,000 tons of steel reinforcing bars 



Doc~uii~ent Separator 



Point Paper 

CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION "SUNK COSTS" 
KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE, 

NEWMEXICO ' 

Since the initial identification of Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, as a 
"receiver site" for various units to be transferred from other bases being closed or 
realigned, there has been a tremendous infusion of construction specifically designed 
to allow Kirtland to grow into the future (the Air Force 2020 plan, etc.), to have an 
adequate infrastructure to support that growth (including ofen overlooked water, sewer, 
gas, steam, and electric utilities), and to provide an appropriate quality of life for those 
military and civilian personnel and families who work, reside, and play at Kirtland. 
This construction is above and beyond the major and minor construction that was 
necessary to "beddown" the various units which have since been transferred to Kirtland 
and the construction necessary to support the highly technical missions of existing 
Kirtland units which have enjoyed sustained growth at Kirtland. 

Since Military Airlift Command assumed control of the base from Air Force 
Systems Command, and more recently, the assignment of the base to the Air Force 
Materiel Command, it has been referred to as a "sunrise base" and a "jewels" base by the 
Air Force, the Department of Energy, and the tenants. The President and the Secretary of 
Energy have both referred to the base and Sandia National Laboratories as one of the 
Nation's "crown jewels". The constructiorl necessary to support projected and sustained 
growth, and enhanced quality of life has been identified and put in place in "sunrise" 
base plans, "2020" plans, and 'Ijewel" plans by the Air Force and other agencies in 
the last few years. 

This trernerzdous cost can be categorized as a "sunk cost" and will have to be 
reduplicated at inflated costs at sites which have not been previously identified or 
prepared as receiver sites.. The growth capability, quality of life facilities, and infrastructure 
has not been designed, engineered, and constructed into those bases as it has at Kirtland. 
The Air Force will now have to do so at an inflated future cost that will not be reflected 
in their published cost to realign Kirtland. Department of Defense (DOD) units forced to 
move to these new sites will likely suffer mission degradation in this regard during a 
lengthy transition period. The approval, design, engineering, and construction process is 
a lengthy one, particularly where it involves community facilities and buried, out-of-sight 
infrastructure. Most importantly, the "sunk costs" at Kirtland will be lost to the DOD 
and the taxpayer. These will not even be recaptured by facility reuse because of the 
limited return of facilities to the community due to the nature of the secure cantonment 
area required by the technical mission groups remaining. 

Our research on sunk costs at Kirtland reveals, that as a minimum, the following 
costs have been incurred to prepare Kirtland as a quality-of-life oriented, base-of-the- 
future: 

Since 1986, $213,072,000 (approximately one-quarter billion dollars) has 
been spent at Kirtland on Military Construction (MILCON) Projects rzot including 
military family housing, nonappropriated funds, Army & Air Force Exchange funds, or 
Air Force Commissary funds. Of that total, $70,296,000 can be categorized as 
infrastructure, growth and quality of life construction costs - "sunk costs". (See 
attached Exhibit). The majority of that construction has taken place over the last three 
years. 



Since 1 982, at least $27,008,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of living in Kirtland's Military Family Housing areas. (See attached 
Exhibit). This does not include the family housing portion of Kirtland's Base Civil 
Engineer's budget to accomplish construction and repairs "in-house" using civilian and 
military forces. 

Since 1980, at least $16,023,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of life in the Nonappropriated Fund area. (See attached Exhibit). This 
includes such projects as the new Youth Center, approximately 80% constructed at a cost 
of $3,500,000. $8,753,000 of the total has been recently completed or is still presently 
under construction in calendar years 1994-1995. Again, this does not include the 
multitude of in-house projects performed by the Base's Civil Engineer work force. 

The figures above do not include the new Commissary, completed in 1991, at a 
cost of $9,455,274; the Base Exchange (BX) costing $5,208,556; and even the popular 
new McDonald's, completed in 1990, at a cost of $959,528; for a total of $15,623,358, 
again not including many in-house, related projects. All of these projects were sized for 
future growth and are doing a "land office business". 

CONCLUSION 

Conservatively, of the approximately $271,726,000 (exceeding one-quarter billion 
dollars) in major construction which has been spent fairly recently at  Kirtland, 
$128,950,000, or nearly half (47 percent) has been recently expended on the theory 
that Kirtland was being built into a "Sunrise Base" to receive additional related 
missions with a high quality-of-life factor to serve the DOD, DOE, and civilian 
nucIear support and research, development, and test community - well into the 21st 
Century. If this realignment takes place, those irretrievable resources or sunk costs, 
will have to be duplicated elsewhere at tremendous capital loss to the Department of 
Defense and the U.S. taxpayer. That fact, and the costs involved, do not appear in 
the Air Force analysis. 



j FACT SHEET 
MILITARY CONSTRI JC~'1'ION (MILCON) PROJECTS 

(Does not include Mil 17ai,?m Housing, No Approp I:~~nds, Army Air Force Exchancc, or AF Com~nisary Projects) 

AIR FORCE BASE 
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1986 COMPU'rER/VALTI,T FAC ! 4,141K LKE J MONTY 

i 1957 OPTICS AND BEAM CTL AH 8,700K SILVERTON 
1987 COMMUNICATIONS DUC$ SYSTEM 1,800~' BRADLEY CO 
1987 ALTER MAlN'SENANCB ~ A N G A K  1,508K FLINCETUM CO 
1 987 C1 .JNIC REPLACEhfENT i 16,000K 

I 
M. '4. MORTE 

I 
44,000K M. A. MORTB 
7,400K IF32 MONTY 

I 

1989 HIGH ENERGY RESEAR . TECH FAC 4 9,900K ALVARADO CO 
I989 ADD TO OT&E CENTER OMPI.,EX 3 ,  I OOK RRADBUliY CO 
I 989 DENI~AL CLINIC REPLAC/:,MENT 2,550~ ALVARADO co 

I 

I 

1990 ALTER DORMITORY 5 , 0 0 0 ~ ~  S1LVERTON 
1990 SOF-FI,IGHT SIM TRAI NIhG FAC 4,351K MLDCON, INC 
1990 SOF-ALTER ~ ~ A N ~ F , N A N ~  E HANGAR - 3,087K S I I-VERTON 
1990 SOF-AVIONJCS SHOP 4,400K SAMCORP GE 
1990 SOP-FIELD TRAlNNCr 1 3 ~ 1 7 '  FAC 1,920K FLIMCK[JM CO 

I 

ALTER DORMTTORTt3S 
BASE CLOSURE-MISC ~ , A ~ Q I  JARTERS 

i 

SOF-AERIAL DELIVERY  FA^ 
AL'I'ER RORMITOIUES 

i 

AEROSPACE E N C T ~ E F R I ~ F  FAC 
CIVII, EXGINEER TRANI~C'G 
UPGRADE UTII~ITY S Y S T ~ M S  
C'Oh4l'OSITE MATERIA1,S ~ ,AUOR~TORY 
SPACE STRUCTLRES LA~'OMTC)RY 
WESTSIDE E.LECPi'RICAL IJPGlIAIJ'E 
ALTER DORMITORY I 

3,167K 
9 0 0 ~ '  

8,000~' 
5,750K 
6,200K 
6,844~5 
5, IOOK 

SEVERTON 
HXNSEL PHI 

E.T. LAITOR 
URBAN 

BIL4DBURY 
PLMA CONS'S 
PLMA CONST 
I-IENSEI, PHI 
HENSEL PI.11 
lNTEKS'CATE 
URBAN 

1995 CH1I.D I3EVELOP-MENT C$NTER 3,500~' 
1 99 5 SOF-AIRCREW TRAINTNG~F AC 9,600K bfIDCON 1NC 
1985 tJPGRADE ELECTRICAL S ~ S  (EAST) 3,000~ > 
1 995 UNDERGROtJNll F:CiEI, ST~RAGE TANKS 3,200K 
199s ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILITY 9,500~; 
1!)9E ALTER BASE WATE1? SYSTEhf 3,900K 



i 
I 

I 
/ FACTSWEET 

MILI'I!ARY FAMILY tIQUSlNG 
/ KIRTLAND AFB 
i 
I 

i 
I 

CONTRACTOR AMOUNT DATE CLOSED 

- 
I ' .- 
I 

TITLE 1 

2.5 OCT S2 REROOF MFH I 

---,--.-- 

S.---- - 

$764,079.62 -- ..- .---.--. . . 
22 NOV 52 

ARfZONA FOAM AND SPRAY 

-v----p 

'I 'EUS PAlNTER CRAFT REMODEL KITCHEN MFH 1 

1 22 I0 l E. SANDIA DR. 
TEXAS PAINTER. CRAFT 

---".. 
COOK CONST. ,INC 

-... 

COLONNA CLEANMG CO.. MC 

LAS RUEPAS CONST. 

VIKING MECF1ANICAI. CONT. 

..-. 

%10,110.57 -- 

$46,9 16.07 

$323,452.60 

25 JAN 83 

.- " -. ---. - --,-- 
21 MAR 33 

REPLAC~SLIDNG--~T 

- - . 
WPLACEIKEPAIR SANITARY S$\VER 

I 

12 SEP 83 

03 EOV $ 

- -- 
12 ?33V 53 

15 hlAR 84 

17 MAP. 8 4  

09 J 4 N  SS 

I I JUN 83 

15 JUN 93  

fifl SEF R3 

REPLACE SCREEN DOOR* , 

I 

INSULATE CR4WL SPACES , 
I 

I 
I 

REPAIR SPRINKLER SYSTEM 

REPAIR KITCI-[ENS 22ND MCA , 
I 
I 
I 
I 

. .-.--rc-- ---+-- 
REPLACE ROOF SOFF'TS 

3 , 

REROOF MFH UNI'I'S 
I 

CLEAN CHIMNkYS 1 
i 

REPAI WREPLACE PLAYGRO 
, --- 

is\l~'~~l.l, DAMPERS AND 
VENT PIPING ON GA3 
WATER HFATERS ,----.--. - 1 . - , - .  

$10,015.00 

$52,4 19.39 
. ,  

$137,165 76 

37 15 BARC)STOW RD. 
LOUISVILLE, KY 402 18 

- X E ~ ' ~ E E - P ~ R ~ N ~ ~  
4403 MANCI-!ESTER AVE. SUITE 202 
BNCINITAS, CA 92024 

S30,789.00 

$30,160.00 

$20,768.00 -- 

, 

$142,855 26 
,- -- 

$158,632.85 

i 6  APR 85 REPLACE SCREEN DOORS, KAFB ALLIANCE PROPERTIES 
PO BOX 5026 

I0 J..JK 85 KEPATR LALW SPRINKLERS 

p . ~ j ~ . T j - ~ - c - ~ $ T f - -  
PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 
HOFFMAN WHITEHEAD 
PO BOX 6306 
LISA WOOD, KS 66206 

HEADSUP SPRINKLER CO. 
572 1 EDITH NE 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 
TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 
PO BOX 1017 
I.ANIPASAS, TX 765.50 

. 
HOFFMAN WHITEHEAD 
PO BOX 6306 
LISAWOOD, KS 66206 
VIKING ROOFING CO., INC 

$457,507.03 - 

$108,15 1.00 

15 FEB 8 5  
-. 

INS'TALL DISIIWASI-IERS 
I 



i 
I 
I 

08 JIJL. 85  

26 SEP 85 

IS NOV 85 

'20 1IF.C $ 5  

---------r-- .- - 
08 JAN 86 

24 JAN Y 6 

03 FER 86 

23 APR 56 

I 
PHASE 6 INTERIOWEXTERIOW 1 TEXAS PAfNTER CRAFT 

i 
CCC 

P o  BOX 1017 
I $3,264,992.76 LANIPASAS, TX 76550 

REPLACE SOFFI'I'S AND I :ASCI~  COLLINS SIDING 
2016 CHERRY AVE. 

$597,880.00 RAPID CITY, SD 57701 
REPLACE DRIVEWAYS I TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 

PO BOX 1017 
I 
I $583,237.00 LANIPASAS, TX 76550 

btAINTAIN LAWNS I i G.A. RUTHERFORD 
PO BOX 309 

t 
- " -  ,-. 5- - $877,463.1 -. 1 .--. ALBUQUERQUE, - ,  -. . NM 87603 
I ~ T ~ " A J ~ L  SIDEWALKS, ZIA PARK PRIDE C O N S F R U C ~ -  

PO BOX 35031 
i 

*--- 
$68,506.00 ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87 L I0 --- MSTALLD~SN~VASHERS TAYLOR MORGAN 

1 PO BOX 486 
$155,397.93 CIRERTY, MO 

MSTALL SCREENISTOKM DOORS SBA, APACHE CONST. CO, INC. 
i PO BOX 123 12 

.. i-,- . $67,553.00 ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87 105 
OVERLAY STREETS UNIVERSAL CONSIRUC'l'OR.S, tNC. 

STA, B BOX 6008 

' 08 h1AY 86-- 

30 MAY 86 

% 1,436,175.54 ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87197 
- i w i E ~ v ~ P . ~ -  ACI MECMANICAI, - CORP .. 

3 116 S. DUFF AVE. BOX 192 
I 

-I__-__._ _ _ _ _ . % _  -_  __Y . .-- .- . $396,19 1.60 AMES, IOWA SQO I0 
RENOVATE CARPORTS TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 

__I 
PO BOX 1017 

$1,446,00 I. 17 LANIPASAS, TX 76550 
00 JUL 86 SPRINKLER MAIN?'. PINO'S TREE CO. - 

Ponoo I INCREASE FI-JNDS -1- I 750 1 CENTRAL NW ff 15 
. - -. .. - I - --- $5,988.14 - ALBUQUERQUE, . _ _.____ _ _____ NM 87105 
22SEP 36 IXER(I(3F MFH 1-WITS ELDER CONS'~RUCTION .--k.- 2001 0I.D SI-IEPARDSV[I.I .E RD. 

04 OCT 56 REPAIR FIRE DAMACiE. MFH 2 I jbrl F SL P COKSTRUCTION 
-- ---1___---- "-- $16,000,00 

14 J.4N 87 I INSTALL CAWORT LIGHTING Mc~ON-LITE El I.lC~TRICAI, 
- 

05 JUL 88 

PO BOX 35066 
$157,325.00 ALBUQC'ERQCJE, NM 87 176 

REPLACE ROOFS JEWEL bf. HALE 
RT. 9, BOX 543 

1_C PA- 

%72 1,109.00 MCMINNVILLE, TN 37 1 10 
02 SEP 88  REPAIR NT, h1FH LOOF/PERSHR:G NEW TEX REHAB 

PO BOX 2689 1 
$3,562,544.00 EL PASO, TX 70926 

-..LIILIUy._... 
RCPAIWAL,TER LOOP NEW TEX R E ~ I A U  ..., 

PO BOX 26891 
$3,551,503 23 EL PASO, TX 79926 

REPLACE EVP. COOLEKS, 22ND ' IKE J. MONTE 
$12,377.00 



. . , "  

i 
1Y 

IKE J, MONTY 

-$.w. BLDG. SPEC, 

CCC, INC. 

IKE J. MONTE 

- 
IKE J, MONTE 

- 
IKE J. MONTE 

IKE J.  MONTE 

I= J. MONTE 

- 
1K.E J. MONTE 

- 
IKE J. MONTE 

IKE J. MONTE 
I 8395,645+09 

02 bJOV 90 TMM 'I'REIiS i BACA TEZEES 
%99,948,00 -. - - 

SCORC INC. 
i %4.050.993~00 

- .  

$4JJ13h.00 - 
$249,000.00 

$1,054,076.00 

338,8 10.00 

$21 1,841.00 

f 463,786.00 

$356,400.00 

20 OCT 89 

t v  

REPLACE SIDEWALKS I 
1 

I 
REROOF M[SC. UNITS 

- 

30 MAY 90 

IS JUN 90 

15 JUN 90 

15 JUL, 00 

06 JAN 90 

-. 

19 JAN 90 

3 1 JAN 90 

- 
26 FEB 90 

KFPI.ACE CARPORTS 1 
, 

REPAIR FIRE DAMAGE 25773 ZIP/ 
PARK I 

RENOVATE GOQ'S 

RESOD LAWNS. ZiA PARK i 
i 

I 

KFPAIR EARTH BERM 50TII L ~ P  
I 

PAINT 14 UNIT$ 1 9 r ~  LOOP I 

1 
$70,350.00 

$29,55 1 .OO 

22 M A R  90 REPLACE FENCING KW, GIBSON/ 
1 

REPLACE S T R E ~ T  LIGHTS K F X  

REPLACE STREET LIGHTS 
$38 1,447.00 

/ 



I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
KIRTLAND A F ~  NAF BUIK,DINGS/PROJECTS 

I i 
, -- -..,-_ ,-*---- - . .-.I--_ ------ , 

.-A .dA-w.&.-. Ad-, 

ACQ. VALUE DESCRIPTION I 

I 

397,977.00 - 

ACQ. DATE 

- I G O ~ F  COURSE CiUI) HOUSE - - .. 1/01 I713 

1/01 180 34,743 .OO 

BOWLING LANES 1 8/01 183 1,478,027.00 P.. . ,  , 

CHILD DEV CENTE 8/31 /83 2,164,142.00 
ADDITION ENLISTEP CLUB 1/28 186 - 726,704.00 

-. 
7/29 186 340,095.00 

1 -... . . . 

RENOVATION D L N I ~ ~ G  P.OOM 
16 EIORSE STALLS 
RA-e~iiE:';r.ak Li-cd -- 
FAMCAMP BATH HQUSE 

6/01 188 
4/27 189 

- 7ji8 /g9* - 
9/18 189 

MHMV 96-3002 f 'CI-1mDBR13IlU3 INN\UPGlZADE 

563,644.00 

. - -- 26,25 I .00 - 
324,695,OO 
35,000.00 

1/01 I95 
.--- 

10/01 19.5 
10/@1 195 
12/01 /95 
12/01 /Sr5 
2/01 195 

MLIMV 93-5006 
--. .. 

MHIMV 02-2027 
MHMV 93-5005 
MI Ih41' 94-5000 
MHMV 93-5010 

3,400,000.00 
57,800.00 
735,000.00 
378,000.00 
300,000.00 
57,600.00 

.-., . 
PESTICIDE STORAGF FACILITY 
HVAC BAST GYM 
- CONSTRUCT 4 BAY FAR'WASM 

HEALTH C WEI.LNE/SS CENTEK 
CARPBT, CBC 1 - 

- -- -- 325,000,OO 
3,500,oo.oo 

h1I-IMV 93-5010 
- - - . -- - - - 

CHILD DEVELOPMENT CLN'I'ER / MHMV 94-361 0 __t___-_ ._______-  12/01 j96 

b- PLAYGR~UTGZX 510 1 /95 . , __- ._-__- _._ - --. .- ---.- - --, . . 
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77 17 Summer N. E. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
87 110-7333 

April 20,1995 

u s u r e  & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street - Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear B & A k - e w ~ . %  : 

I "take pen in hand" and write to you and your fellow commission members as a 
gravely concerned citizen and taxpayer of the United States residing in Albuquerque, 
New Mexico - home of Kirtland Air Force Base. I am deeply concerned because 
Kirtland has been placed on the BRAC list for realignment without a complete understanding 
by the current Air Force top management of its true nature. My deep concern stems from 
the fact that "I am better informed" than most citizens of Albuquerque Q~~~~~ th- -vtr-m-lll 
~erious natiire of the overall mission of Kirtland Air Force Base and 

thc P U S  co 1 the national security of a hasty, ill conceived, 
miscalculated, unilateral decision upon the part of the Air Force to place Kirtland on the 
list. 

"I am better informed" than most because prior to my retirement from the federal service 
in 1993, I spent 27 years as the Director of Engineering, Construction & Development at 
Kirtland and over 5 years with the Department of Energy (DOE) in a very similar 
capacity with facility oversight of Sandia National Laboratories on Kirtland and in 
California. I was directly involved, in a facilities capacity, with every base reorganization, 
move, merger, new mission beddown, change of major command, etc., since 1960, including 
the merger of Manzano, Sandia, and Kirtland bases in 1971. As you are aware, prior to 
that time, Sandia was a Department of Defense "purple suit" organization run by the 
Defense Atomic Support Agency (DASA)(forerunner of the Defense Nuclear Agency) 
with participation from all of the services. Of course, all three bases derived from the 
Manhattan Project and it was extremely logical to merge them. However, this merger 
stemmed only after a long and comprehensive study over many years of what was to 
become the merged base and its tenants and the decision to concentrate these critically 
related activities at Kirtland. 

Again, I am gravely concerned because I believe a miscalculution at this point could 
seriously jeopardize the security and safety of the citizens of the United States. I 
believe the security of the missions and assets entrusted to Kirtland Air Force Base and 
its tenants are so sensitive and so critical that any savings purported to be had by the Air 
Force pale in comparison. In fact, this issue has such potential impact that no amount of 
"savings" could ever overcome a mistake in this area. The Oklahoma bombing was a 
great national tragedy. However, it is not inconceivable that something of a far greater 
magnitude could occur because of a miscalculation at Kirtland. I also believe, based 
upon my detailed knowledge of the facilities at Kirtland, that those savings are not well 
thought out and were hastily assembled to support a last-minute Air Force decision. I 
have no doubt that conclusion is becoming abundantly clear to you based upon your 
regional hearing in Albuquerque and as you continue your hearings and receive the 
further expert testimony you need to reach your decisions. The Air Force has already 
admitted that they made a mistake on costs - they are now "scrambling" to retain some 
semblance of credibility. 



The carefully studied security concept (following DOD 5210.4 criteria) involved: a). 
The physical security provided by the facility itself with a predetermined, short "lock-out" 
period against outside forces such as terrorists designed into the facility, b). A 
predetermined response by on-base, on-call, highly trained, military security forces (the 
"calvary"), and c). militarily controlled (trained to absolutely obey orders) security 
personnel with a Personnel Reliability Program, immediately accessible given the alarm, 
and authorized to use the appropriate level-of-force. In short, KUMSC, unlike Manzano, 
is a non-fenced, underground storage area that sits directly in the middle of Kirtland 
relying on the established base boundary as the first perimeter (first line of defense), its 
physical characteristics (the second line of defense) and then response from highly-trained, 
military, base security forces (the final defense). I have included a copy of the KUMSC 
Open House Notes of Interest and Smart Sheet for your perusal. 

Why do I believe this is a frightening issue? One only has to pick up the 
newspaper each day and to read current literature (fact and fiction) to understand the 
current threat to the United States, its citizens, and its military: one of terrorism. Can't 
happen here? The issue is not one of paranoia. It happened at the Trade Center in New 
York - fact. It happened in Oklahoma (I had begun writing this letter when that occurred 
- I have inserted it here not to make selfish use of that tragedy but as a cold, hard, 
frightening fact). Terrorists and other countries are attempting to acquire Russian special 
weapons materials and technology - fact. Its happening in Tom Clancy's well-researched 
novels about post cold war occurrences - fiction. Read his Sum of All Fears: through a 
series of Israeli and other governmental "miscalculations", a special weapon falls in the 
hands of well-financed, Iranian terrorists and is denotated at the site of the annual Super 
Bowl. 

"Moriarity's Law is that Murphy's Law is conservative" when it comes to this issue. The 
facts are also that Sandia National Laboratories, with its civilian contractor security 
force, has had two recent, well-publicized security incidents - one where a supposedly 
mentally-unstable person penetrated a DOE security area on Kirtland; the second where a 
Sandia contractor who was inadvertently locked in a fenced, secure area surrounding an 
experimental nuclear reactor, leisurely climbed the alarmed and razor-taped security fences, 
but the security force waited to apprehend him until the next workday to see if he had 
"removed anything from the area". Another publicized incident occurred recently in Los 
Alamos where a civilian contract security guard accidentally and tragically killed another 
guard during a security exercise by grabbing the wrong ammunition vest (instead of laser 
equipment) during a simulated exercise of their security response. Moriarity's Law does 
occasionally apply. 

The bottom line is that the security of these national assets and the safety of its 
citizens should not be allowed to be capriciously relegated to the thinly disguised, 
last minute maneuvering of Air Force top management who added Kirtland to the 
BRAC List apparently as an attempt to show "some savings" and to remove it from 
"their budget." There are no savings to be realized in this area: DOE will be forced 
to perform the deleted but required functions through Sandia National Laboratories 
(now run by Lockheed Martin) who will simply subcontract to yet another civilian 
contractor (not cheap - given OSHA and DOE requirements), add 30+/-% for Sandia 
administration, pass the cost to DOE (who really isn't interested in running an 
installation) who will simply add their costs and charge their Defense Programs 
expense element to DOD: resulting in DOD and the taxpayers picking up the 
"enhanced tab" - truly a shell game. 



My foremost concern centers on the continued safeguarding, transporting, and 
safehandling of the special munitions stored at and staged to and from Kirtland including 
those assets contained within the confines of the relatively new, state-of-the-art, Kirtland 
Underground Munitions Storage Complex (KUMSC). 

However, in addition to the munitions security and safety issue there are several more 
very serious concerns that would have been apparent to the Air Force had they not acted 
unilaterally (e.g., without consulting DOE, FCDNA, and other major tenants) and had 
seriously examined the issues. The main issues as I view them from my perspective of 
long experience at Kirtland are: 

Special munitions storage, handling, safeguarding and safehandling - there 
is no margin for error 
The delicate, dynamic, and vital synergism of the research, development, 
testing, and nuclear and special weapons community which has so carefully 
been "put together" over the years and presently exists at Kirtland 
The "true cost" to the taxpayer of the Air Force proposed realignment 
(there is no savings to the taxpayer or to the DOD) 
The fact that the Air Force, in recognition of the uniqueness and value of 
Kirtland has invested literally hundreds of millions of dollars in infrastructure 
and facility improvement as a "sunrise base" designed to be a "complex of 
the future" taking it well into the 21st century while those funds were 
withheld from installations that were designated for downsizing (those 
cost figures are available and are approximately $27 1,726,000 with 
$128,950,000 directly for infrastructure and quality-of-life improvements) 
The need for intelligent long-range planning for the future of the nuclear 
support community including DOE'S weapons laboratories and the unique 
role that Kirtland plays 
The fact that there will be only limited community reuse potential for an 
extremely small portion of the lands comprising Kirtland 
The fact that the Air Force suddenly reversed position and added Kirtland 
to the list in spite of the fact that it scored considerably better than Los 
Angeles Air Force Station in the BRAC criteria and that it had been their 
position for several years to move appropriate elements from Los Angeles 
to Kirtland 

8. The air quality issue 
9. The issue of credibility for the Air Force 
10. and not an insignificant issue, the mounting and astronomical costs to the 

taxpayer for base environmental cleanup, particularly for those bases which 
are realigning or closing 

I beg your indulgence as I try to briefly discuss the salient points of the number one issue 
as I know it exists. I know it was discussed technically and scientifically at the hearing, 
but I would like to give you my perspective as a technically informed person who 
lives in Albuquerque with my family next to Kirtland Air Force Base: 

1. Special munitions. This is a frightening issue. Without getting into 
classified areas, KUMSC was designed as a consolidated, state-of-the-art, underground 
munitions storage complex for special munitions with a high degree of security to replace 
the aging, costly-to-maintain and operate, hard-to-protect and secure, sprawling Manzano 
area. The approximately 2800 acres of the fenced (four fences - one electric) Manzano 
area were consolidated into the approximately 28 acres of KUMSC. I served as the base 
civil engineering project officer for this project. The concept, feasibility study, 
environmental assessment, design and construction took place over a period well in 
excess of 10 years. 



The t at Kirtlc as s to Sl ial Weapons. Kirtland is not now 
and never w,,, ,, , m e  primary fun,,,,,, Air FbIUe Base. Kirtland is not the kind of 
base where you can take the number and type of fighter or airlift aircraft assigned and use 
an Air Force table, template or program to determine how big a laser laboratory you 
need, how many dormitories, hangars, avionics shops, offices or dining halls. It is a 
wonderful accumulation of tenants, all engaged in nuclear weapons research; special 
weapons research, development and test; operational evaluation: and. now that the 
coldwar has been won with this group at the forefront, 's 
nuclear stockpile is safe . 

The stockpile may be drastically reduced, but at least for my life time there 
will be nuclear weapons and there will be new special weapons developed as long as 
there is man. The teaming, the partnering, and the synergism which has taken place at 
Kirtland since before the first atomic bomb was tested and dropped is almost as amazing 
as the atomic bomb itself. Literally, the nation's finest minds and best talent has been 
gathered at Kirtland for over 50 years within easy reach of Los Alamos to the north and 
White Sands to the south. These people have been collectively serving in "The Best 
Interest of the Nation". The relationship between the DOE'S Sandia National Laboratories, 
the Department of Defense tenants, the Air Force and the private DOE and DOD contractors 
has often been described as analogous to a "marriage wherein you may occasionally 
experience a rocky road but divorce is never possible". 

The base is literally a grand merger of three bases who were literally all 
involved in special weapons research, whose lands and infrastructure is so interwoven 
that it is not physically or organizationally possible to pluck out a major unit without 
major disruption of the whole. Kirtland sits in a wonderful location, central to the nation, 
with wonderful year-round weather, and with a tremendous amount of land available 
(with additional capacity) and conducive to the required R, D, T & E in its "south forty 
thousand acres". Much like the space program, ideas have fed ideas for years at Kirtland 
and much technology in support of national medicine, space, etc. has evolved. It has only 
been since winning the cold war that the cloak of fifty years of secrecy has been lifted to 
a degree from Kirtland. 

Citizens of Albuquerque have always been supportive of Kirtland, thought 
they knew what was happening "out there", but never quite sure. Regardless, everyone 
along the "Rio Grande Research and Technology Corridor" including the New Mexico 
universities have joined in and supported the synergism. The logistics and support 
provided in an outstanding fashion by the Air Force for all these many years have 
been the "glue that held this matrix together". They, in turn, have reaped untold 
scientific and other benefit from providing this support. In my view, this proposed 
realignment represents a major threat to this matrix. Past Air Force Chiefs of Staa 
Air Force Systems Command commanders, Secretaries of Defense and Energy, and most 
recently the President, Bill Clinton, have referred to this complex and its laboratories 
and synergism as one of the "Nations Crown Jewels" and lauded its people as the 
warriors who contributed significantly to winning the Cold War. Please believe me, 
that's still the case. 



Thank you so much for your valuable time. I have been proudly associated with 
the Air Force for over 35 years. They have generally made very sound and considered 
decisions as concerns National Security. However, they have made a tremendous mistake 
in this matter for whatever reason. They have admitted a portion of their mistake as 
concerns costs. I am confident that in the final analysis you will determine that the Air 
Force has indeed made a grave mistake in their analysis of Kirtland and you will remove 
it from further consideration for downsizing. I agree with the Kirtland Retention Task 
Force (the Steering Group) in their presentation to you: Kirtland Air Force Base is 
already a Model BRAC Federal Installation and already fulfills the goals you are chartered 
to ensure. 

encl - KUMSC Open House 
- Point Paper: Capital Construction "Sunk Costs" 





NOTES OF IMCEREST 
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1 9 8 6 ,  b(Lt Xunding comahdirtt6 dotcced anoihm 
d d a g .  In Febrtumy 1 9 8 7 ,  a l e  ptcojecluan 
4eaiLtttoltized an Fhca! Y Q ~  1 9 8 6 .  AU.thohi;ty t o  
udu&c wm rrecdved i n  lanumy 1988  w d h  
cottttrcic;t wwrd on 13 Septemba 1 9 8 8 .  Total  
contrract w a d  do& com&uction, secwLity hyhtem, 
and b f m t  d o o u  WUA $43.2 &on. ContnQct cos t  
gaowtlt WUA o d g  2 . 8  pmcent .  

The ptYrpane od t h e  undmgttound muWortd st or tag^. 
4ucitLtg LA t o  prtovide a secme ,  ~ a b e ,  W c i e n t  
ntottage and maintenance bac2.i.t~ do4 munCtiom. 
KUMSC w i U  enhance weupom ~ecutcCty and tceduce 
rnanpcxLIQtr 4eqtLihementn by w i n g  atate-ob-the-& 
equipment .to . J ( : c ~ ( L  .the t r ~ o m c i u .  S d d y  i~ 
c~btuined cuitlun t h e  dacCei.ty bg duigning  
munil iom /iancllXng m e a  t o  contain any accidental? 
dcionaLion. W c i e n c y  oh stottage and mairttenance 
Itan been g t r e d y  hprtoved w& a t e  treduction i n  
m e a .  The Aeven undmgrtound amu prtovi.de about 
30,000 ~ q u m e  deeX motce  totc cage .than OWL cwcttcnt 
2,800 actre m e a .  The tteduced m e a  and coUocation 
d a c U a t u  maintenance bince m a h i e v d  &om 
dtotcase .LA jcat  a walk down t h e  h&. Ben& 
i n c l c d c  t h e  rtedicced m e a ,  a cottttro@ed 
envhonrt~etzt , tre.duced manpowm ( d h n i n d e d  346 
r~on itiotl.5) , anti  ante od Xhe aht A ~ C U & Y  

~ ~ o n i ~ t t i n g  i t 1  a $ 1  . 2  nk4Xiot1 n~otttheg having. Some 
gcicte -tuhiz 4uc.h: t h e  @.i).t concrretc waA po~red on 
20 Fcb 6 9 .  Sixtg-&vc? .thouand ymdn oh concncte 
and &uct!ve-.tt~ou~und tonil ob h t e d  w a e  w e d  bdorte 
cotnrZ&on. 



SMART SHEET 
KIRTLAND UNDERGROUND 

MUNITION STORAGE COMPLEX 

January 7, 1991 

SIZE: Underground facilities 288,545 sf 
58 storage bays 26' x 110' 

4 storage bays 26' x 30' 

Operations Building 
Utility Building 

COST: Buildings CWE $36,012,428 
Doors CWE 7,142,995 

Contract growth factor 2.8% 

MANPO- 346 FTEs savings at $1,200,000 per month 
260 Security Police 

23 AVDS staff 
63 misc base support (BCE, Comm, etc) 

STRUCTURE: 60,000 cubic yards of concrete 
12,000 tons of steel reinforcing bars 



Point Paper 

CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION "SUNK COSTS" 
KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE, 

NEW MEXICO 

Since the initial identification of Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, as a 
"receiver site" for various units to be transferred from other bases being closed or 
realigned, there has been a tremendozls infusion of cottstruction specifically designed 
to allow Kirtland to grow into the future (the Air Force 2020 plan, etc.), to have an 
adequate iltfrastructure to support that growth (irtcludirzg often overlooked water, sewer, 
gas, steam, and electric utilities), and to provide an appropriate quality of life for those 
military and civilian personnel and families who work, reside, and play at Kirtland. 
This construction is above and beyond the major and minor construction that was 
necessary to "beddown" the various units which have since been transferred to Kirtland 
and the construction necessary to support the highly technical missions of existing 
Kirtland units which have enjoyed szcstained growth at Kirtland. 

Since Military Airlift Command assumed control of the base from Air Force 
Systems Command, and more recently, the assignment of the base to the Air Force 
Materiel Command, it has been referred to as a "sunrise base" and a "jewels" base by the 
Air Force, the Department of Energy, and the tenants. The President and the Secretary of 
Energy have both referred to the base and Sandia National Laboratories as one of the 
Nation's "crown jewels". The constrzcctiort necessary to support projected and sustained 
growth, and enhanced quality of life has been identified and put irz  place in "sunrise" 
base plans, "2020" plans, and "jewel" plans by the Air Force and other agencies in  
the last few years. 

This trernerzdous cost can be categorized as a "sunk cost" and will have to be 
reduplicated at inflated costs at sites which have not been previously identified or 
prepared as receiver sites.. The growth capability, quality of life facilities, and infrastructure 
has not been designed, engineered, and constructed into those bases as it has at Kirtland. 
The Air Force will now have to do so at an inflated future cost that will not be reflected 
in their published cost to realign Kirtland. Department of Defense (DOD) units forced to 
move to these new sites will likely suffer mission degradation in this regard during a 
lengthy transition period. The approval, design, engineering, and construction process is 
a lengthy one, particularly where it involves community facilities and buried, out-of-sight 
infrastructure. Most importantly, the "sutzk costs" at Kirtlarzd will be lost to the DOD 
and the taxpayer. These will not even be recaptured by facility reuse because of the 
limited return of facilities to the community due to the nature of the secure cantonment 
area required by the technical mission groups remaining. 

Our research on sunk costs at Kirtland reveals, that as a minimum, the following 
costs have been incurred to prepare Kirtland as a quality-of-life oriented, base-of-the- 
future: 

Since 1986, $213,072,000 (approximately one-quarter billion dollars) has 
been spent at Kirtland on Military Construction (MILCON) Projects not irzcl~idirtg 
military family housing, nonappropriated funds, Army & Air Force Exchange funds, or 
Air Force Commissary funds. Of that total, $70,296,000 can be categorized as 
infrastructure, growth and quality of life construction costs - "sunk costs". (See 
attached Exhibit). The majority of that construction has taken place over the last three 
years. 



Since 1 982, at least $27,008,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of living in Kirtland's Military Family Housing areas. (See attached 
Exhibit). This does not include the family housing portion of Kirtland's Base Civil 
Engineer's budget to accomplish construction and repairs "in-house" using civilian and 
military forces. 

Since 1980, at least $16,023,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of life in the Nonappropriated Fund area. (See attached Exhibit). This 
includes such projects as the new Youth Center, approximately 80% constructed at a cost 
of $3,500,000. $8,753,000 of the total has been recently completed or is still presently 
under construction in calendar years 1994-1995. Again, this does not include the 
multitude of in-house projects performed by the Base's Civil Engineer work force. 

The figures above do not include the new Commissary, completed in 199 1, at a 
cost of $9,455,274; the Base Exchange (BX) costing $5,208,556; and even the popular 
new McDonald's, completed in 1990, at a cost of $959,528; for a total of $15,623,358, 
again not including many in-house, related projects. All of these projects were sized for 
future growth and are doing a "land office business". 

CONCLUSION 

Conservatively, of the approximately $271,726,000 (exceeding one-quarter billion 
dollars) in major construction which has been spent fairly recently a t  Kirtland, 
$128,950,000, or nearly half (47 percent) has been recently expended on the theory 
that Kirtland was being built into a "Sunrise Base" to receive additional related 
missions with a high quality-of-life factor to serve the DOD, DOE, and civilian 
nuclear support and research, development, and test community - well into the 21st 
Century. If this realignment takes place, those irretrievable resources or sunk costs, 
will have to be duplicated elsewhere at tremendous capital loss to the Department of 
Defense and the U.S. taxpayer. That fact, and the costs involved, do not appear in 
the Air Force analysis. 
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i 
i FACT SHEET 
I 

MILITARY CONSTRI JCJrI'ION (MILCON) PROJECTS 
(Does not include Mil hm Housing, No 1 Approp Filncfs, Am~y Air Force Exchnncc. or AF Collllnisnry Projects) I KIM3LfAND AIR FORCE BASE 

j PREPARED 22 MAR 1995 
1- 
I 

FY PROEC'S TLTLE l AMT($) CONTRACT-a 
1986 COMPTI'C'ERIVAI-TTTTT FAC ! 4,141K LKEJMONTY 

1 

i. 1987 OPTICS AND BEAM CTL A13 8,700K SILVERTON 
1987 COMMLiNICATIONS SYSTEh4 I , N M K ~  BRADLEYCO 
1987 ALTER MAINTENmC E ~ A N G A K  1 ,S08Kd FLmCEWM CO 
1 987 CT JNIC RXpLACEnIfENT I 16,000K Mat\. MORTE 

i 
I 

1988 MUNITIONS STOR COIMP~EX 44,000K M. A. MORTE 
1988' HIGH POWER MICROWAYE LAB 3,400K IF32 MONTY 

I 

1989 HIGI-I ENERGY RESEAR rl'KCPl FAC a 9,900K ALVARADO CO 
1989 ADD TO OT&E CENTER Oh/TPT->EX 3,l OOK BRADBURY CO 
1989 DENTAL CLINIC REPLAC~:,M ENT 2 , 5 5 0 ~ ~  ALVARADO CO 

1990 ALTER DORMITORY , 5 , 0 0 0 ~ ~  SlLVERTON 
1 990 SOF-FLIGHT SIM T R A I N I ~  FAC 4,353K MLDCON, INC 
1990 SOF-ALTER A ~ A W ' T R N A N ~ E  HANGMI - 3,087K SILVERTON 
1990 SOF-AVIOI~~CS SHOP 4,400K SAMCORP GE 
1990 SOF-FIELD TRAWWG TIE? FA(: 1,920K FLINCHUM CO 

ALTER DORMITORTHS 
BASE CI.OSURE-IWISC. I+;ADOI JARTERS 

I 

SOF-AERIAL DELIVERY $AP 
AL'T'ER DORMITOIUES 

i 

AEROSPACE ENOWEF R I ~ G  FAC 
ClVII, EMGINEER TRAWI~C'G 
UPGRADE UTILITY S Y S T ~ M S  
COAJPOSITE MATERIAI,S ~ ~ . J ~ O R ~ T O R Y  
SPACE STRUCTURES L A ~ U R A T O R Y  
MrESTSIDE ELEC'I'RICAL UPCilIAI3'E 
ALTER DORMITORY 

3,167K 
9 0 0 ~ '  

8,000~' 
5,750K 
6,200K 
6 , 8 4 4 ~ ~  
5,1 OOK J 

SKVERTON 
HENSEL PHI 

H.T. LAE;OR 
URBAN 

BRADBURY 
PLTMA CONS'I' 
PUMP, CONST 
HENSEI, PHI 
HENSEL P l- if 
INTEKS'r ATE 
URBAN 

1995 c~rr,n DGVELOP-MENT C~NI-ER 3 , 5 0 0 ~ ~  
1995 SOF-AIRCREW TRAINING'FAC 9,600K MIDCON INC 
1995 UPGRADE ELECTRICAL S'YS (EAST) 3,000~: 
1 995 UNDERGROt JNT) !:[J'Ef, STORAGE 'TANKS 3,200K 
1995 ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILI'TY 9 , 5 0 0 ~  > 
1 ALTER BASE WATER S'IYS'I'Eh4 8,800K 



i 
j FACTSHEET 

MILI*I!ARY FAMILY kIOUSR.IG 
j KIRTLAND AFB 
I 
1 

i 

I ! 1 DATE CLOSED I TITLE I I AMOUNT 

1 15 OCT $2 

22 NOV $2 

. . -- 
REROOF MFH 

$364,079.62 

IZEMODEL KITCHEN MFH 1 

25 JAN 83 

S39,789.00 
03 NQV 8 lN.[SULATE C ~ 4 k  SPACES 

; I 

1 2  10 1 E. SANDIA DR. I 
I 

REPLACE SLIDWF GLASS  DO^^-^ 
---...-- --,.- 

21 M A R 5 3  

1 1  JUN 83 

I - $30,160.00 

12 NOV 83 IR SPRINKLER SYSTEM : 

I 

15 M A R  e ~ l  REPAIR KITCHENS 22ND MCA ; 
! 

15 JUN 53 REPAIRIREPLACE PLAYGROUN 
$52,4 19.39 

I - 
08 SEP R! ~N\IS'TAI,~, D A M ~ E R S  AND REPI. 

VENT PIPING ON GAS FfREI3 H 

I 
--- 
REPLACEREPAIR SANITARY S ~ L V E R  

I 

CLEAN CHIMNEYS j 
1 

S142,RS5 26 - 
17 ,MAR 8-1 REPLACE P.OOF SOFF'TS 

$46,9 16.07 

$323,452.60 

$10,01S.00 

IS FEB 6 5  

EAST 

,- 
10 .Imi 85 f REPAIR LALW SPRINKLERS j 

15 APR 85 

CONTRACTOR 

I -- 
INSTALL DISIIWASI-IERS 

I 

ARIZONA FOAM AND SPRAY 

$437,507.03 - 

REPLACE SCREEN DOORS, KAF$ 

------ 
TEXAS PAlNTER CRAFT 

$108,15 1.00 
LUUY 

TEWS PAlNTER CRAFT 

--A. 

COOK CONST. ,INC 

COLOWA CLEANING CO.. INC 

LAS RUEPAS CONST. 

-"---" -.. - A  ". - ---.-- 
TEXAS P'A~NTER CRAFT 
PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 
HOFFMAN WHITEHEAD 
PO BOX 6306 
LISA WOOD, KS 66206 
HEADSUP SPRINKLER CO. 
5721 EDITH NE 
ALBUQUERQUE, NR.1 
TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 
PO BOX 1017 
I.ANIPASAS, TX 76550 

-. . 
HOFFMAN WHITEHEAD 
PO BOX 6306 
LISAWOOD, KS 66206 
VIKING ROOFlNG CO., INC 
37 15 BARDSTOWN RD. 
LOUISVILLE, KY 402 18 ---- 
ALLIANCE PROPERTIES, IN?~ 
4403 MANCI4ESTER AVE. SUITE 202 
ENCINITAS, CA 02024 

W '  " ' ' 

ALLIANCE PROPERTIES 
PO BOX 5026 
U F B ,  NM 87185 
LEE LANDSCAPING 
5900 SIGNAL NE 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 07 1 13 

.-.yILy)I 



08 JIJL. 85 

26 SEP 85 

18 NOV $5 

20 1>FC 85 

. - - - - -  - - - 
08 JAN 96 

24 JAN $6 

I - 
PHASE 6 IN'fERIOREXTERTOR 1 

I 
REPLACE SOFFI'I'S AND F A S C I ~  

$3,264,992.76 

i-,- $67,553.00 

$1,436,175.54 

,. _ .--- $396,191.60 

03 FER 86 

23 APR 86 

-- 
08 h f A Y  86 

30 MAY 86 

SBA, APACHE CONST. CO, INC. 
PO I3OX 123 12 

TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 
PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 
COLLINS SIDING 

~ 
! 

.. 
OVERLAY STREETS 

=PLACE XAP. COOLERS (PHASE 11.) 
I 

. I - C _ - - ,  .-- ,- - - -Y 

RENOVATE CARPORTS 

ALBUQUERQUE. NM 87 105 
UNIVERSAL CONSTRUC'YOP.S, INC. 
STA, B BOX 6008 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87 197 
ACI MECMANICAI, -,. . CORP . 

+ 

3 116 $. DUFF AVE. BOX 192 
AMES, IOWA 500 10 

-FT 

20 16 CHERRY AVE. 
RAPID CITY, SD 57701 
TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT . 

PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 
G.A. RVlXERFORD 
PO BOX 309 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87603 

.L* .  -., -. . 
P R I P E ' C ! ~ N S ' ? R ~ J C ~ -  
PO ROX 35032 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87 110 

' ,  

TAYLOR MORGAN - 
PO BOX 486 
T,TRE?,RTY, Mr3 

REPLACE DRIVEWAYS I 

I 
bfAINTAIN LAWNS , I 

--- r -  - -  -,-c. - 
INSTALL SIDEWALKS, ZIA PARK 

~~TAUC~EE-H~ASHERS 
i 

1 

-----A- 
00 JUL 86 1 SPRINKLER bIAIN?'. I POOOD 1 INCREASE FLMDS 

- -- . I - - 
22 SEP 36 ' IXER(JCIF MFH 1,TNITS 

04 OCT ~6 REPAIR FIRE DAMAGE, MFH~IA . 

---- -..- 
I4 J.4N 87 I INSTALL CARPORT LIGHTING 

j 

$597,880.00 

$583,237.00 

$877,363.1 1 - . 

668,506.00 
_1_---- 

$155,397.93 

05 JXL 88 

I 

$1,446,00 1.17 

- - - - $5,988.14 . - - - - . 

$1,842,153.62 

$16,000,00 

REPLACE ROOFS 

EL PASO, TX 70926 
NEW TFX REHAD 

PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 -..- . 
PMO'S TREE CO. 
750 1 CENTRAL NW # 15 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87105 
ELBEK~NS'?RUCTION .. 
2001 0I.D SI-1EPARnSVrT.l.E Rn. 
LOUISVlLLE, KY 402 18 
F & P CONSTRUCTION 

-A 

02 SEP Xd REPAIR MT. hlFH LOOFPERSHQYG 

$157,325.00 

372 1,109.00 

F3,562,544.00 - 
02  SEP $3 

MOON-LITE El I:CTRfCAI, 
PO BOX 35066 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87176 
J B W L  hl. HALE - 
RT. 9, BOX 543 
MCMINNVILLE, TN 37 1 10 
NEW TEX REHAB 
PO BOX 26691 

I 

RCPAIRIAL,TER LOOP 

O? APR 89 

A 

, 

REPLACE EVP. COOLERS, 22ND ' 
S3,55 1,503 23 

$12,377.00 , LOOP 
___. ... 

PO BOX 26891 
EL PASC), TX 79926 
IKE J. MONTE - 



3 1 JAN 90 

26 FEE 90 

20 OCT 89 

25 DEC 89 

- 
06 JAN 90 

19 JAN 30 

... - 
22 M A R  90 

30 MAY 90 

15 JUN 90 

15 nJN 90 

IS Jut, 00 

02 NO?I 90 

02 FEU cl1 

REPLACE SIDEWALKS 1 lh 

! 
I 

R ~ R O O F  MISC, W ~ T S  I 
KEPI.ACE CARPORTS I 

.. I 

$45,136.00 

$249,000.00 

$1,054,076.00 

PARK I 
1 

RENOVATE GOQ'S 

RESOD LAWNS, ZiA PARK I 

C 

IKE J. MONTY 

$,W. BLDG. SPEC, 

-.. 
CCC, INC, 

,-. 

IKE J. MONTE 

IKE J. MONTE 

IKG J. MONTE 

1KE J, MONTE 

I U  J. MONTE 

- 
I K I  J. MONTE 

- 
IKE J, MONTE 

IKE J, MONTE 

BACr'r TWES 
- .  

SCORE 1NC. 

REPAIR FIRE DAMAGE 25773 214- - 
S38,8 10,OO 

-______I_ 

$2 1 1,84 1.00 

! 

REPLACE FENCING KW, GIBSON/ 
1 

REPAIR EARTH BEELM 50TFI L O ~ P  
I 

. PA1NT 14 UNITS WI'H LOOP 
! 

f 463,786.00 

$356,400.00 

$70,350.00 

$29,55 1.00 
REPLACE S T R E ~ T  LlOHTS K F R Y  

REPLACE STREET LIGHTS i 
I 
1 - ,  

TRIM 1'REES i 

1. 
IMPROVE I I5 UNITS PHASE 8 1 

i 

$381,447,00 

5395,645+09 

- .  $99,948.00 

~4.050.993,oo 



-.--- --,--+-.... .,-.. --- ---- -.. - .---I -- 

I -.-..- *- ----~-> 
I DB$CRIPTION j 7 ACQ: DATE 1 ACQ. VALUE 
I I I I 





7717 Summer N. E. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
87 110-7333 

April 20, 1995 

n.T llx0.n 
€hainmm, Defense Base Closure & Realignment 
1700 North Moore Street - Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Md3kw MG QdL: 
I ''take pen in hand" and write to you and your fellow commission members as a 
gravely concerned citizen and taxpayer of the United States residing in Albuquerque, 
New Mexico - home of Kirtland Air Force Base. I am deeply concerned because 
Kirtland has been placed on the BRAC list for realignment without a complete understanding 
by the current Air Force top management of its true nature. My deep concern stems from 
the fact that "I am better informed" than most citizens of Albuquerque about the extremely 
serious nature of the overall mission of Kirtland Air Force Base and what could literally 
be the disastrous consequences to the national security of a hasty, ill conceived, 
miscalculated, unilateral decision upon the part of the Air Force to place Kirtland on the 
list. 

"I am better informed" than most because prior to my retirement from the federal service 
in 1993, I spent 27 years as the Director of Engineering, Construction & Development at 
Kirtland and over 5 years with the Department of Energy (DOE) in a very similar 
capacity with facility oversight of Sandia National Laboratories on Kirtland and in 
California. I was directly involved, in a facilities capacity, with every base reorganization, 
move, merger, new mission beddown, change of major command, etc., since 1960, including 
the merger of Manzano, Sandia, and Kirtland bases in 1971. As you are aware, prior to 
that time, Sandia was a Department of Defense "purple suit" organization run by the 
Defense Atomic Support Agency (DASA)(forerunner of the Defense Nuclear Agency) 
with participation from all of the services. Of course, all three bases derived from the 
Manhattan Project and it was extremely logical to merge them. However, this merger 
stemmed only after a long and comprehensive study over many years of what was to 
become the merged base and its tenants and the decision to concentrate these critically 
related activities at Kirtland. 

Again, I am gravely concerned because I believe a miscalculation at this point could 
seriously jeopardize the security and safety of the citizens of the United States. I 
believe the security of the missions and assets entrusted to Kirtland Air Force Base and 
its tenants are so sensitive and so critical that any savings purported to be had by the Air 
Force pale in comparison. In fact, this issue has such potential impact that no amount of 
"savings" could ever overcome a mistake in this area. The Oklahoma bombing was a 
great national tragedy. However, it is not inconceivable that something of a far greater 
magnitude could occur because of a miscalculation at Kirtland. I also believe, based 
upon my detailed knowledge of the facilities at Kirtland, that those savings are not well 
thought out and were hastily assembled to support a last-minute Air Force decision. I 
have no doubt that conclusion is becoming abundantly clear to you based upon your 
regional hearing in Albuquerque and as you continue your hearings and receive the 
further expert testimony you need to reach your decisions. The Air Force has already 
admitted that they made a mistake on costs - they are now "scrambling" to retain some 
semblance of credibility. 



My foremost concern centers on the continued safeguarding, transporting, and 
safehandling of the special munitions stored at and staged to and from Kirtland including 
those assets contained within the confines of the relatively new, state-of-the-art, Kirtlund 
Underground Munitions Storage Complex (KUMSC). 

However, in addition to the munitions security and safety issue there are several more 
very serious concerns that would have been apparent to the Air Force had they not acted 
unilaterally (e.g., without consulting DOE, FCDNA, and other major tenants) and had 
seriously examined the issues. The main issues as I view them from my perspective of 
long experience at Kirtland are: 

Special munitions storage, handling, safeguarding and safehandling - there 
is no margin for error 
The delicate, dynamic, and vital synergism of the research, development, 
testing, and nuclear and special weapons community which has so carefully 
been "put together" over the years and presently exists at Kirtland 
The "true cost" to the taxpayer of the Air Force proposed realignment 
(there is no savings to the taxpayer or to the DOD) 
The fact that the Air Force, in recognition of the uniqueness and value of 
Kirtland has invested literally hundreds of millions of dollars in infrastructure 
and facility improvement as a "sunrise base" designed to be a "complex of 
the future" taking it well into the 21st century while those funds were 
withheld from installations that were designated for downsizing (those 
cost figures are available and are approximately $27 1,726,000 with 
$128,950,000 directly for infrastructure and quality-of-life improvements) 
The need for intelligent long-range planning for the future of the nuclear 
support community including DOE'S weapons laboratories and the unique 
role that Kirtland plays 
The fact that there will be only limited community reuse potential for an 
extremely small portion of the lands comprising Kirtland 
The fact that the Air Force suddenly reversed position and added Kirtland 
to the list in spite of the fact that it scored considerably better than Los 
Angeles Air Force Station in the BRAC criteria and that it had been their 
position for several years to move appropriate elements from Los Angeles 
to Kirtland 
The air quality issue 
The issue of credibility for the Air Force 
and not an insignificant issue, the mounting and astronomical costs to the 
taxpayer for base environmental cleanup, particularly for those bases which 
are realigning or closing 

I beg your indulgence as I try to briefly discuss the salient points of the number one issue 
as I know it exists. I know it was discussed technically and scientifically at the hearing, 
but I would like to give you my perspective as a technically informed person who 
lives in Albuquerque with my family next to Kirtland Air Force Base: 

1. Special munitions. This is a frightening issue. Without getting into 
classified areas, KUMSC was designed as a consolidated, state-of-the-art, underground 
munitions storage complex for special munitions with a high degree of security to replace 
the aging, costly-to-maintain and operate, hard-to-protect and secure, sprawling Manzano 
area. The approximately 2800 acres of the fenced (four fences - one electric) Manzano 
area were consolidated into the approximately 28 acres of KUMSC. I served as the base 
civil engineering project officer for this project. The concept, feasibility study, 
environmental assessment, design and construction took place over a period well in 
excess of 10 years. 



The carefully studied security concept (following DOD 5210.4 criteria) involved: a). 
The physical security provided by the facility itself with a predetermined, short "lock-out" 
period against outside forces such as terrorists designed into the facility, b). A 
predetermined response by on-base, on-call, highly trained, military security forces (the 
"calvary"), and c). militarily controlled (trained to absolutely obey orders) security 
personnel with a Personnel Reliability Program, immediately accessible given the alarm, 
and authorized to use the appropriate level-of-force. In short, KUMSC, unlike Manzano, 
is a non-fenced, underground storage area that sits directly in the middle of Kirtland 
relying on the established base boundary as the first perimeter (first line of defense), its 
physical characteristics (the second line of defense) and then response from highly-trained, 
military, base security forces (the final defense). I have included a copy of the KUMSC 
Open House Notes of Interest and Smart Sheet for your perusal. 

Why do I believe this is a frightening issue? One only has to pick up the 
newspaper each day and to read current literature (fact and fiction) to understand the 
current threat to the United States, its citizens, and its military: one of terrorism. Can't 
happen here? The issue is not one of paranoia. It happened at the Trade Center in New 
York - fact. It happened in Oklahoma (I had begun writing this letter when that occurred 
- I have inserted it here not to make selfish use of that tragedy but as a cold, hard, 
frightening fact). Terrorists and other countries are attempting to acquire Russian special 
weapons materials and technology - fact. Its happening in Tom Clancy's well-researched 
novels about post cold war occurrences - fiction. Read his Sum of All Fears: through a 
series of Israeli and other governmental "miscalculations", a special weapon falls in the 
hands of well-financed, Iranian terrorists and is denotated at the site of the annual Super 
Bowl. 

"Moriarity's Law is that Murphy's Law is conservative" when it comes to this issue. The 
facts are also that Sandia National Laboratories, with its civilian contractor security 
force, has had two recent, well-publicized security incidents - one where a supposedly 
mentally-unstable person penetrated a DOE security area on Kirtland; the second where a 
Sandia contractor who was inadvertently locked in a fenced, secure area surrounding an 
experimental nuclear reactor, leisurely climbed the alarmed and razor-taped security fences, 
but the security force waited to apprehend him until the next workday to see if he had 
"removed anything from the area". Another publicized incident occurred recently in Los 
Alamos where a civilian contract security guard accidentally and tragically killed another 
guard during a security exercise by grabbing the wrong ammunition vest (instead of laser 
equipment) during a simulated exercise of their security response. Moriarity's Law does 
occasionally apply. 

The bottom line is that the security of these national assets and the safety of its 
citizens should not be allowed to be capriciously relegated to the thinly disguised, 
last minute maneuvering of Air Force top management who added Kirtland to the 
BRAC List apparently as an attempt to show "some savings" and to remove it from 
"their budget." There are no savings to be realized in this area: DOE will be forced 
to perform the deleted but required functions through Sandia National Laboratories 
(now run by Lockheed Martin) who will simply subcontract to yet another civilian 
contractor (not cheap - given OSHA and DOE requirements), add 30+/-% for Sandia 
administration, pass the cost to DOE (who really isn't interested in running an 
installation) who will simply add their costs and charge their Defense Programs 
expense element to DOD: resulting in DOD and the taxpayers picking up the 
"enhanced tab" - truly a shell game. 



The synergism at Kirtland as relates to Special Weapons. brtland is not now 
and never will be a "one primary function" Air Force Base. Kirtland is not the kind of 
base where you can take the number and type of fighter or airlift aircraft assigned and use 
an Air Force table, template or program to determine how big a laser laboratory you 
need, how many dormitories, hangars, avionics shops, offices or dining halls. It is a 
wonderful accumulation of tenants, all engaged in nuclear weapons research; special 
weapons research, development and test; operational evaluation; and, now that the 
coldwar has been won with this group at the forefront, making sure the Nation's 
nuclear stockpile is safe . 

The stockpile may be drastically reduced, but at least for my life time there 
will be nuclear weapons and there will be new special weapons developed as long as 
there is man. The teaming, the partnering, and the synergism which has taken place at 
Kirtland since before the first atomic bomb was tested and dropped is almost as amazing 
as the atomic bomb itself. Literally, the nation's finest minds and best talent has been 
gathered at Kirtland for over 50 years within easy reach of Los Alamos to the north and 
White Sands to the south. These people have been collectively serving in "The Best 
Interest of the Nation". The relationship between the DOE'S Sandia National Laboratories, 
the Department of Defense tenants, the Air Force and the private DOE and DOD contractors 
has often been described as analogous to a "marriage wherein you may occasionally 
experience a rocky road but divorce is never possible ". 

The base is literally a grand merger of three bases who were literally all 
involved in special weapons research, whose lands and infrastructure is so interwoven 
that it is not physically or organizationally possible to pluck out a major unit without 
major disruption of the whole. Kirtland sits in a wonderful location, central to the nation, 
with wonderful year-round weather, and with a tremendous amount of land available 
(with additional capacity) and conducive to the required R, D, T & E in its "south forty 
thousand acres". Much like the space program, ideas have fed ideas for years at Kirtland 
and much technology in support of national medicine, space, etc. has evolved. It has only 
been since winning the cold war that the cloak of fifty years of secrecy has been lifted to 
a degree from Kirtland. 

Citizens of Albuquerque have always been supportive of Kirtland, thought 
they knew what was happening "out there", but never quite sure. Regardless, everyone 
along the "Rio Grande Research and Technology Corridor" including the New Mexico 
universities have joined in and supported the synergism. The logistics and support 
provided in an outstanding fashion by the Air Force for all these many years have 
been the "glue that held this matrix together". They, in turn, have reaped untold 
scientific and other benefit from providing this support. In my view, this proposed 
realignment represents a major threat to this matrix. Past Air Force Chiefs of StafJ; 
Air Force Systems Command commanders, Secretaries of Defense and Energy, and most 
recently the President, Bill Clinton, have referred to this complex and its laboratories 
and synergism as one of the "Nations Crown Jewels" and lauded its people as the 
warriors who contributed significantly to winning the Cold War. Please believe me, 
that's still the case. 



Thank you so much for your valuable time. I have been proudly associated with 
the Air Force for over 35 years. They have generally made very sound and considered 
decisions as concerns National Security. However, they have made a tremendous mistake 
in this matter for whatever reason. They have admitted a portion of their mistake as 
concerns costs. I am confident that in the final analysis you will determine that the Air 
Force has indeed made a grave mistake in their analysis of Kirtland and you will remove 
it from further consideration for downsizing. I agree with the Kirtland Retention Task 
Force (the Steering Group) in their presentation to you: Kirtland Air Force Base is 
already a Model BRAC Federal Installation and already fulfills the goals you are chartered 
to ensure. 

encl - KUMSC Open House 
- Point Paper: Capital Construction "Sunk Costs" 
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SMART SHEET 
KIRTLAND UNDERGROUND 

MUNITION STORAGE COMPLEX 

January 7, 1991 

SIZ? Underground facilities 288,545 sf 
58 storage bays 26' x 110' 

4 storage bays 26' x 30' 

Operations Building 
Utility Building 

COST: Buildings CWE $36,0 12,428 
Doors CWE 7,142,995 

Contract growth factor 2.8% 

MANPOWER: 346 FTEs savings at $1,200,000 per month 
260 Security Police 

23 AVDS staff 
63 misc base support (BCE, Comm, etc) 

STRUCIIJRE: 60,000 cubic yards of concrete 
12,000 tons of steel reinforcing bars 



Point Paper 

CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION "SUNK COSTS" 
KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE, 

NEW MEXICO 

Since the initial identification of Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, as a 
"receiver site" for various units to be transferred from other bases being closed or 
realigned, there has been a tremerzdozcs irzfusion of corzstruction specifically designed 
to allow Kirtland to grow into the future (the Air Force 2020 plan, etc.), to have an 
adequate infrastructure to support that growth (irtcluding often overlooked water, sewer, 
gas, steam, and electric utilities), and to provide art appropriate quality of life for those 
military and civilian personnel and families who work, reside, artd play at Kirtland. 
This construction is above and beyond the major and minor construction that was 
necessary to "beddown" the various units which have since been transferred to Kirtland 
and the construction necessary to support the highly technical missions of existing 
Kirtland units which have enjoyed szcstained growth at Kirtland. 

Since Military Airlift Command assumed control of the base from Air Force 
Systems Command, and more recently, the assignment of the base to the Air Force 
Materiel Command, it has been referred to as a "sunrise base" and a 'jewels" base by the 
Air Force, the Department of Energy, and the tenants. The President and the Secretary of 
Energy have both referred to the base and Sandia National Laboratories as one of the 
Nation's "crown jewels". The construction necessary to support projected and sustained 
growth, and enhanced quality of life has been identified and put in place in "sunrise" 
base plans, "2020" plans, and "jewel" plans by the Air Force and other agencies in 
the last few years. 

This trernerzdous cost can be categorized as a "sunk cost" and will have to be 
reduplicated at inflated costs at sites which have not been previously identified or 
prepared as receiver sites.. The growth capability , quality of life facilities, and infrastructure 
has not been designed, engineered, and constructed into those bases as it has at Kirtland. 
The Air Force will now have to do so at an inflated future cost that will not be reflected 
in their published cost to realign Kirtland. Department of Defense (DOD) units forced to 
move to these new sites will likely suffer mission degradation in this regard during a 
lengthy transition period. The approval, design, engineering, and construction process is 
a lengthy one, particularly where it involves community facilities and buried, out-of-sight 
infrastructure. Most importantly, the "surzk costs" at Kirtlarzd will be lost to the DOD 
and the taxpayer. These will not even be recaptured by facility reuse because of the 
limited return of facilities to the community due to the nature of the secure cantonment 
area required by the technical mission groups remaining. 

Our research on sunk costs at Kirtland reveals, that as a minimum, the following 
costs have been incurred to prepare Kirtland as a quality-of-life oriented, base-of-the- 
future: 

Since 1986, $213,072,000 (approximately one-quarter billion dollars) has 
been spent at Kirtland on Military Construction (MILCON) Projects not including 
military family housing, nonappropriated funds, Army & Air Force Exchange funds, or 
Air Force Commissary funds. Of that total, $70,296,000 can be categorized as 
infrastructure, growth and quality of life construction costs - "sunk costs". (See 
attached Exhibit). The majority of that construction has taken place over the last three 
years. 



Since 1982, at least $27,008,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of living in Kirtland's Military Family Housing areas. (See attached 
Exhibit). This does not include the family housing portion of Kirtland's Base Civil 
Engineer's budget to accomplish construction and repairs "in-house" using civilian and 
military forces. 

Since 1980, at least $16,023,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of life in the Nonappropriated Fund area. (See attached Exhibit). This 
includes such projects as the new Youth Center, approximately 80% constructed at a cost 
of $3,500,000. $8,753,000 of the total has been recently completed or is still presently 
under construction in calendar years 1994-1995. Again, this does not include the 
multitude of in-house projects performed by the Base's Civil Engineer work force. 

The figures above do not include the new Commissary, completed in 1991, at a 
cost of $9,455,274; the Base Exchange (BX) costing $5,208,556; and even the popular 
new McDonald's, completed in 1990, at a cost of $959,528; for a total of $15,623,358, 
again not including many in-house, related projects. All of these projects were sized for 
future growth and are doing a "land office business". 

CONCLUSION 

Conservatively, of the approximately $271,726,000 (exceeding one-quarter billion 
dollars) in major construction which has been spent fairly recently a t  Kirtland, 
$128,950,000, or nearly half (47 percent) has been recently expended on the theory 
that Kirtland was being built into a "Sunrise Base" to receive additional related 
missions with a high quality-of-life factor to serve the DOD, DOE, and civilian 
nuclear support and research, development, and test community - well into the 21st 
Century. If this realignment takes place, those irretrievable resources or sunk costs, 
will have to be duplicated elsewhere at tremendous capital loss to the Department of 
Defense and the U.S. taxpayer. That fact, and the costs involved, do not appear in 
the Air Force analysis. 
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i FACTSHEET i 

MILITARY CONSTRI JC'I'ION (MILCON) PROJECTS 
(Poes not include ,MI! Part1 IJtinds, Army Air Forcc Exchatlcc. or AF Com~nisqry Ptnjects) 

AIR FORCE BASE 
1 PREPARED 22 MAR 1995 
I- 
f 

FY PROJECT TITLE , AMTO CONTRACTm 
1986 CCl;MPUTER/VALIT,T FAC ! 4,141K LKE JMONTY 

i 1987 OPTICS AND BEAM CTL AR 8,700K SILVERTON 
1987 COMMIJNICATIONS DO* SYSTEM 1,800~' I3 RADLEY CO 
1987 ALTER h4AJN'SENANCE qANCrAK 1,508K FLWCEWM CO 
1 9S7 C'I .JNIC mPLACEh4ENT I 1 6,000K 

I 
M. A. MORTE 

I 
1988 MUNITIONS STOR C O W  EX 44,000K M. A. MORTB 
198 8 ' HIGH POWER Y ICROIVAb LAl3 7,400K I E  MONTY 

I 

198I.3 HIGH ENERGY RESEAR 9,900K ALVARADO CO 
1989 ADD TO OT&E CENTER 3,100K RRADBURY CO 
1989 DENTAL CLINIC R E P L A C ~ ~ ~ I E N T  

! 
2 , 5 5 0 ~ ~  ALVARADO CO 

ALTER DORMITORY I 

SOF-FLIGHT SIM T R A T N ~ J G  FAC 
SOF-ALTER MAM'TENAN~E HANGAR 
SOF-AVIONICS SHOP 
SOP-FIELD TRAINING 1>~,T:'1' FA{:. 

, 
ALTER DORMITORTt3S 
BASE CLOSURE-LWISC H $ A ~ ( ~ ~ J ~ R T E R S  

i 

SOF-AERIAL DELIVERY FAP 
AL'T'ER DORMITORIES I 

I 

AEROSP.WE E N O ~ ~ R R ~ G  FAC 
c r'crrrd ENGINEER TRANI~C'G 
UPGRADE UTII~ITY SYST$MS 
C'OkfPOSlTE MATERIALS ~ ~ ~ E L ~ Z T O R Y  
SPACE STRUCTURES LA~ORATORY 
WESTSIDE ELEC'SRlCAL I.TPCiRAI)F: 
ALTER DORMITORY 

I 

CHTl,D DEVELOPMENTS CEXTER 
SOF-AIRCKE w TRAINZNG'F AC 
UPGR ADE ELECTRlCAL S ~ S  (EAS'L') 
UNDERGROf JNn fXiEl, S T ~ R A G E  'TANKS 
ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILI'TY 
ALTER BASE WATER SYSTEM 

SlLVERTON 
MIDCON, INC 
S I I-VERTON 
SAMCOW GE 
FLIMCHUM CO 

SILVERTON 
HENSEL PHI 

E.T. LAE;OR 
URBAN 

BRAPDURY 
PLMA CONST 
PLM.4 CONST 
I-IENSEI, PHI 
HENSEL 'L'I.11 
INTEKS'TATE 
URBAN 

MIDCQN INC 



DATE CLOSED 

25 OCT S2 

' 22 NOV 82 

AMOUNT 

.--. . - 

$764,079.62 
- - ---- .--- -------- 

% 10,110.57 

$46,9 16.07 

$323,452.60 

, 

TITLE I 

j 
REROOF MFH I 

- ---+--- 
REMODEL KITCHEN MFH 

I 72 10 1 E. SANDIA DR. 

CONTRACTOR 

ARIZONA FOAM AND SPRAY I 
*--. 

' r E a S  PAINTER CMFT 

TEXAS PAINTER CRI\FT 

--- 
COOK CONST. ,INC 

COLONNA CLEANING CO.. M C  
- 

LAS RUEPAS CONST. 

VIKMCI MECLIANICAI. CONT. 

-.--_. _ TEXAS PA-jN~7;~~R-~--~-~7f-rr .. 

1 l JUN 83 

15 JUN 83 

08 SPF R? 

12 SEP 53 

25 JAN 83 

. .- ",.,.,----..,--- -..- 
21 MAR Y3 

REPLACE SLIDING r-p GLASS DO0 S 

-- - 
UPLACEREPAIR SANITARY S$LVER 

2 

' 03 NOV S 

-- 
12 ?-:;'OV 83 

15 hlAR 8.1 

17 ,MAR 84 

09 JAN 55 

15 FEB 8 5  

16 APR 85 

.- 
10 .IUK 85 

CLEAN CHIMNkYS I 

KEPAI WREPLACE PLAYGRO 
i . . . . . . , 

T % S ~ ~ A I , I ,  ~ A M ~ ~ F R S  AND REPI, I C E  4 VENT PIPING ON GA9 F'(RFn H , 'I' 
WATER WATERS I 

C _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  - I - _ 
REPLACE SCREEN DOOR- 

$10,0 15.00 

. . . S52,4 19.39 
-" 

$137,165 76 _ - . -  - - -  - .. . - - &I_. 

PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76530 
HOFFMAN WHITEHEAD 
PO BOX 6306 
LISAWOOD, KS 66206 .. 
HEADSUP SPRINKLER CO. 
5721 EDITH NE 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 
TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 
PO BOX 1017 
I.ANIPASAS, TX 76550 

HOFFMAN WHITEHEAD 
PO BOX 6306 
LISAWOOD, KS 66206 

-4 S39,789.00 
INSULATE CR4LX SPACES 

REPAIR SPRINKLER SYSTEM 

RI3PA!R KITCHENS 23ND MC.4 , 
8 

I 
I 

. ---- ------- 
REPLACE P.OOF SOFFTS 

I 

$30,160.00 

$20,768.00 - 

$142,855 26 
, - 

.6 158,632.85 
REROOF MFH UNI'I'S * 

37 15 BAFWCjTQiVN RD. 
$457,507.03 -- LOUISVILLE, KY 402 18 

INS'TALL DISIIWASI-IERS A L L E E - P ~ R ~ N T .  
I 

REPLACE SCREEN DOORS, UFB 
EAST 

$108,15 1.00 
4403 MANCI-IESTER AVE. SUITE 202 
ENCINITAS, CA 92024 

$54,269.69 
REPAIR LAWN SPRINKLERS 

i 
$23,125.95 
U__ 

ALLIANCE PROPERTIES 
Po Box 5026 
U F B ,  NEI $7 185 
LEE LANDSCAPING 
$900 SIGNAL NE 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 971 13 - -' 



I I 1 2016 CHERRY AVE. I 

OR JIJL. 85 

- 

TI.-.- 

24 JAN 86 

! $3,264,992.76 LANIPASAS, TX 76550 
26 SEP R5 R 

PHASE 6 IN'fERIOWEXTERTOk j 
I 

18 NOV $5 

20 I>PC 85 

I 1 I PO BOX 486 

'EXAS PAfNTER CRAFT 
PO BOX 1017 

1 

REPLACE DRIVEWAYS I 

I 
j 

MAINTAIN L A W S  t I 

"--- . 
$67,553.00 ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87105 
3 

STA. B BOX 6008 

I 
03 FER 86 I MSTALL SCREENISTOKM DOORS 

! 

ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87197 
ACI: MECMANICAI, CORP 
3 1 16 S. DUFF AVE. BOX 192 

I 

. . $396,191.60 AMES, IOWA 500 I0 
TEXAS PAlNTER CRAFT 

$397,880.00 

$583,237.00 

I 
I I I PO BOX 1017 

RAPID CITY, SD 57701 
TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT . 

PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 
G.A. RUTHERFORD 
Po BOX 309 

$155,297.93 

00 JCL 86 SPR[NKLER MAIN?'. 
Ponou 1 INC'REASE F ~ J N D S  -- -1 7501 CENTRAL NW #I5 

-- I - --- 
22 5 E P  56 1 REROOF MFH 1-NITS 

LIBERTY, MO 
SBA, APACHE CONST. CO, ]NU. 
PO BOX 12312 

04 OCT $6 REPAIR FIRE DAMAGE, M f  H 2 1 j6r1 

.- --MY-. _---- -7- 

14 J'4N S7 I INSTALL CARPORT LIGHTING 
1 

07 SEP 88  

02 SEP 8Y 

$1,842,153.62 

$16,000,00 

$157,325.00 -- 
95 KL SX 

2001 0I.n SEIEPARl3SVII.I .E Rn. 

LOUISVILLE, K Y  402 18 - - .  
F Sc P COKSTRUCTION 

MOON-LITE El ECTRICAI, 
PO BOX 35066 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87176 
P REPLACE ROOFS 

- $72 1,109.00 
REPAIR NT. MFH LOOFPERSHWG 

8 

t 

0 

RT. 9, BOX 543 
MCMINNVILLE, TN 37 1 10 
NEW TEX REHAB 
PO BOX 2689 1 
EL PASO, TX 70926 

P-EPLACE EVP. COOLERS, 22ND : 
LOOP 

I A 

RCPATWAL,TER LOOP 
I 

-- 
$12,377.00 
6 

-. 

S3,551,503 23 

NEW TEX R E H A 0  - 
P O  BOX 26891 
EL PASO, TX 79926 



20 OCT 89 

28 DEC 89 

REPLACE SIDEWALKS I 

I .  . 
REROOF M[SC. UNITS 1 

$45,136.00 

$249,000.00 
06 14N 90 

.. - IKE S, MONTY 

S.W. BLDG. SPEC, 

$1,054,076.00 
KEPI.ACE CARPORTS 1 

i 

CCC, INc, 

19 JAN 90 

3 1 JAN 90 

26 FEB 90 

REPAlR FIRE DAhlAGE 25773 214- 
PARK I 

RENOVATE GOQ'S I 
RESOD LAWNS, ZiA PARK , 

I i 

22 MAR 90 REPLACE FENCENG KW, GIBSON 
1 

- 

lS38,8 10,OO 

$21 1,841.00 

b 

IKE J. MONTE 
- 

1x15 I. MONTE 
$463,786.00 -- 
$356,400.00 

IKE J ,  MONTE 

- 
30 MAY 90 

15 JUN 90 

l5JrJN 90 

15 JlJi, 00 

01 NO11 90 

02 Fbf3 9 1 1 IMPROVE 115 UNITS PHASE X j 

I 
1 ' SCORE INC. 

%4,050,993~00 - 

IKE J. MONTE 

I K E  J. MONTE- 
-- 

- 
IKE J, MONTE 

fKE J. MONTE 

KFPAIR EARTH BEkS4 50TI.I L O ~ P  
I 

1 i BACA TWES 
$99,948,00 

- .  

$70,350.00 
PAINT 1 4 m ~ $  1YrH LOOP ' 

1 , , ;  

REPLACE STREPT LIGHTS K F K ~  

REPLACE STREFT LIGHTS I 
I 

$29,55 1.00 

$38 1,447,OO 

$395,645,90 





Doc~uillent Separator 



77 17 Summer N. E. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
87 1 10-7333 

April 20,1995 

Defense Base Closure & Realig 
1700 North Moore Street - Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr-on< /%LL 
I "take pen in hand" and write to you and your fellow commission members as a 
gravely concerned citizen and taxpayer of the United States residing in Albuquerque, 
New Mexico - home of Kirtland Air Force Base. I am deeply concerned because 
Kirtland has been placed on the BRAC list for realignment without a complete understanding 
by the current Air Force top management of its true nature. My deep concern stems from 
the fact that "I am better informed" than most citizens of Albuquerque nhn*7f +ha nv++nmnl-r 

ceyiouc natilre of the overall mission of Kirtland Air Force Base and 
thc bus co :es to 11 security of a hasty, ill conceivei, 

miscalculated, unilateral decision upon the part of the Air Force to place Kirtland on the 
list. 

"I am better informed" than most because prior to my retirement from the federal service 
in 1993, I spent 27 years as the Director of Engineering, Construction & Development at 
Kirtland and over 5 years with the Department of Energy (DOE) in a very similar 
capacity with facility oversight of Sandia National Laboratories on Kirtland and in 
California. I was directly involved, in a facilities capacity, with every base reorganization, 
move, merger, new mission beddown, change of major command, etc., since 1960, including 
the merger of Manzano, Sandia, and Kirtland bases in 1971. As you are aware, prior to 
that time, Sandia was a Department of Defense "purple suit" organization run by the 
Defense Atomic Support Agency (DASA)(forerunner of the Defense Nuclear Agency) 
with participation from all of the services. Of course, all three bases derived from the 
Manhattan Project and it was extremely logical to merge them. However, this merger 
stemmed only after a long and comprehensive study over many years of what was to 
become the merged base and its tenants and the decision to concentrate these critically 
related activities at Kirtland. 

Again, I am gravely concerned because I believe a miscalculation at this point could 
seriously jeopardize the security and safety of the citizens of the United States. I 
believe the security of the missions and assets entrusted to Kirtland Air Force Base and 
its tenants are so sensitive and so critical that any savings purported to be had by the Air 
Force pale in comparison. In fact, this issue has such potential impact that no amount of 
"savings" could ever overcome a mistake in this area. The Oklahoma bombing was a 
great national tragedy. However, it is not inconceivable that something of a far greater 
magnitude could occur because of a miscalculation at Kirtland. I also believe, based 
upon my detailed knowledge of the facilities at Kirtland, that those savings are not well 
thought out and were hastily assembled to support a last-minute Air Force decision. I 
have no doubt that conclusion is becoming abundantly clear to you based upon your 
regional hearing in Albuquerque and as you continue your hearings and receive the 
further expert testimony you need to reach your decisions. The Air Force has already 
admitted that they made a mistake on costs - they are now "scrambling" to retain some 
semblance of credibility. 



My foremost concern centers on the continued safeguarding, transporting, and 
safehandling of the special munitions stored at and staged to and from Kirtland including 
those assets contained within the confines of the relatively new, state-of-the-art, Kirtland 
Underground Munitions Storage Complex (KUMSC). 

However, in addition to the munitions security and safety issue there are several more 
very serious concerns that would have been apparent to the Air Force had they not acted 
unilaterally (e.g., without consulting DOE, FCDNA, and other major tenants) and had 
seriously examined the issues. The main issues as I view them from my perspective of 
long experience at Kirtland are: 

Special munitions storage, handling, safeguarding and safehandling - there 
is no margin for error 
The delicate, dynamic, and vital synergism of the research, development, 
testing, and nuclear and special weapons community which has so carefully 
been "put together" over the years and presently exists at Kirtland 
The "true cost" to the taxpayer of the Air Force proposed realignment 
(there is no savings to the taxpayer or to the DOD) 
The fact that the Air Force, in recognition of the uniqueness and value of 
Kirtland has invested literally hundreds of millions of dollars in infrastructure 
and facility improvement as a "sunrise base" designed to be a "complex of 
the future" taking it well into the 21st century while those funds were 
withheld from installations that were designated for downsizing (those 
cost figures are available and are approximately $271,726,000 with 
$128,950,000 directly for infrastructure and quality-of-life improvements) 
The need for intelligent long-range planning for the future of the nuclear 
support community including DOE'S weapons laboratories and the unique 
role that Kirtland plays 
The fact that there will be only limited community reuse potential for an 
extremely small portion of the lands comprising Kirtland 
The fact that the Air Force suddenly reversed position and added Kirtland 
to the list in spite of the fact that it scored considerably better than Los 
Angeles Air Force Station in the BRAC criteria and that it had been their 
position for several years to move appropriate elements from Los Angeles 
to Kirtland 
The air quality issue 
The issue of credibility for the Air Force 
and not an insignificant issue, the mounting and astronomical costs to the 
taxpayer for base environmental cleanup, particularly for those bases which 
are realigning or closing 

I beg your indulgence as I try to briefly discuss the salient points of the number one issue 
I know it exists. I know it was discussed technically and scientifically at the hearine. 

t I would like to give you my perspective as a technically informed 
lives in Albuquerque with my family next to Kirtland Air Force Base: 

1. Special munitions. This is a frightening issue. Without getting into 
classified areas, KUMSC was designed as a consolidated, state-of-the-art, underground 
munitions storage complex for special munitions with a high degree of security to replace 
the aging, costly-to-maintain and operate, hard-to-protect and secure, sprawling Manzano 
area. The approximately 2800 acres of the fenced (four fences - one electric) Manzano 
area were consolidated into the approximately 28 acres of KUMSC. I served as the base 
civil engineering project officer for this project. The concept, feasibility study, 
environmental assessment, design and construction took place over a period well in 
excess of 10 years. 



The carefully studied security concept (following DOD 5210.4 criteria) involved: a). 
The physical security provided by the facility itself with a predetermined, short "lock-out" 
period against outside forces such as terrorists designed into the facility, b). A 
predetermined response by on-base, on-call, highly trained, military security forces (the 
"calvary"), and c). militarily controlled (trained to absolutely obey orders) security 
personnel with a Personnel Reliability Program, immediately accessible given the alarm, 
and authoA7ed to use the appropriate level-of-force. In short, KUMSC, unlike Manzano, 
is a non-" ced, underground storage area that sits directly in the middle of Kirtland 
relying on the established base boundary as the first perimeter . . Cfirst line of defense), its 

" .. . physical characteristics (the second line of defense,' respol ~ly-traine~' 
military, base security forces (the final defense). 1 u a v 6  luiluded a e KUMSC 
Open House Notes of Interest and Smart Sheet for your perusal. 

Why do I believe this is s Yghtening is$ ? One only has to pick up the 
nawspaper each day and to read curren, Aerature (fat- ,nd fiction) tc\ llnrlprctand the 

-rent threat to the United States, its citizens, and its military: one of .. Can't 
happen here? The issue is not one of paranoia. It happened at the Trade Center in New 
York - fact. It happened in Oklahoma (I had begun writing this letter when that occurred 
- I have inserted it here not to make selfish use of that tragedy but as a cold, hard, 
frightening fact). Terrorists and other countries are attempting to acquire Russian special 
weapons materials and technology - fact. Its happening in Tom Clancy's well-researched 
novels about post cold war occurrences - fiction. Read his Sum of All Fears: through a 
series of Israeli and other governmental "miscalculations", a special weapon falls in the 
hands of well-financed, Iranian terrorists and is denotated at the site of the annual Super 
Bowl. 

"Moriarity's Law is that Murphy's Law is conservative" when it comes to this issue. The 
facts are also that Sandia National Laboratories, with its civilian contractor security 
force, has had two recent, well-publicized security incidents - one where a supposedly 
mentally-unstable person penetrated a DOE security area on Kirtland; the second where a 
Sandia contractor who was inadvertently locked in a fenced, secure area surrounding an 
experimental nuclear reactor, leisurely climbed the alarmed and razor-taped security fences, 
but the security force waited to apprehend him until the next workday to see if he had 
"removed anything from the area". Another publicized incident occurred recently in Los 
Alamos where a civilian contract security guard accidentally and tragically killed another 
guard during a security exercise by grabbing the wrong ammunition vest (instead of laser 
equipment) during a simulated exercise of their security response. Moriarity's Law does 
occasionally apply. 

The bottom line is that the security of these national assets and the safety of its 
citizens should not be allowed to be capriciously relegated to the thinly disguised, 
last minute maneuvering of Air Force top management who added Kirtland to the 
BRAC List apparently as an attempt to show "some savings" and to remove it from 
"their budget." There are no savings to be realized in this area: DOE will be forced 
to perform the deleted but required functions through Sandia National Laboratories 
(now run by Lockheed Martin) who will simply subcontract to yet another civilian 
contractor (not cheap - given OSHA and DOE requirements), add 30+/-% for Sandia 
administration, pass the cost to DOE (who really isn't interested in running an 
installation) who will simply add their costs and charge their Defense Programs 
expense element to DOD: resulting in DOD and the taxpayers picking up the 
"enhanced tab" - truly a shell game. 



The t Kirtland . Kirtland is not now 
and never n,,, ,, , U L ~ Z  primary l,LLb,luLL -1r FU,<e Bast. ,,,tland is not the kind of 
base where you can take the number and type of fighter or airlift aircraft assigned and use 
an Air Force table, template or program to determine how big a laser laboratory you 
need, how many dormitories, hangars, avionics shops, offices or dining halls. It is a 
wonderful accumulation of tenants, all engaged in nuclear weapons research; special 
weapons research, development and test; operational evaluatinn: and. nnw that the 
coldwar has been won with this group at the forefront, x 
nuclear stockpile is safe . 

The stockpile may be drastically reduced, but at least for my life time there 
will be nuclear weapons and there will be new special weapons developed as long as 
there is man. The teaming, the partnering, and the synergism which has taken place at 
Kirtland since before the first atomic bomb was tested and dropped is almost as amazing 
as the atomic bomb itself. Literally, the nation's finest minds and best talent has been 
gathered at Kirtland for over 50 years within easy reach of Los Alamos to the north and 
White Sands to the south. These people have been collectively serving in "The Best 
Interest of the Nation". The relationship between the DOE'S Sandia National Laboratories, 
the Department of Defense tenants, the Air Force and the private DOE and DOD contractors 
has often been described as analogous to a "marriage wherein you may occasionally 
experience a rocky road but divorce is never possible". 

The base is literally a grand merger of three bases who were literally all 
involved in special weapons research, whose lands and infrastructure is so interwoven 
that it is not physically or organizationally possible to pluck out a major unit without 
major disruption of the whole. Kirtland sits in a wonderful location, central to the nation, 
with wonderful year-round weather, and with a tremendous amount of land available 
(with additional capacity) and conducive to the required R, D, T & E in its "south forty 
thousand acres". Much like the space program, ideas have fed ideas for years at Kirtland 
and much technology in support of national medicine, space, etc. has evolved. It has only 
been since winning the cold war that the cloak of fifty years of secrecy has been lifted to 
a degree from Kirtland. 

Citizens of Albuquerque have always been supportive of Kirtland, thought 
they knew what was happening "out there", but never quite sure. Regardless, everyone 
along the "Rio Grande Research and Technology Corridor" including the New Mexico 
universities have joined in and supported the synergism. The logistics and support 
provided in an outstanding fashion by the Air Force for all these many years have 
been the "glue that held this matrix together". They, in turn, have reaped untold 
scientific and other benefit from providing this support. In my view, this proposed 
realignment represents a major threat to this matrix. Past Air Force Chiefs of Stafj 
Air Force Systems Command commanders, Secretaries of Defense and Energy, and most 
recently the President, Bill Clinton, have referred to this complex and its laboratories 
and synergism as one of the "Nations Crown Jewels" and lauded its people as the 
warriors who contributed significantly to winning the Cold War. Please believe me, 
that's still the case. 



Thank you so much for your valuable time. I have been proudly associated with 
the Air Force for over 35 years. They have generally made very sound and considered 
decisions as concerns National Security. However, they have made a tremendous mistake 
in this matter for whatever reason. They have admitted a portion of their mistake as 
concerns costs. I am confident that in the final analysis you will determine that the Air 
Force has indeed made a grave mistake in their analysis of Kirtland and you will remove 
it from further consideration for downsizing. I agree with the Kirtland Retention Task 
Force (the Steering Group) in their presentation to you: Kirtland Air Force Base is 
already a Model BRAC Federal Installation and already fulfills the goals you are chartered 
to ensure. 

keibert C. Bohannon, Jr. 

I 
2 encl - KUMSC Open House 
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SMART SHEET 
KIRTLAND UNDERGROUND 

lkluNlTION STORAGE COMPLEX 

January 7, 1991 

S E E  Underground facilities 288,545 sf 
58 storage bays 26' x 110' 

4 storage bays 26' x 30' 

Operations Building 
Utility Building 

COST: Buildings CWE $36,0 12,428 
Doors CWE 7,142,995 

Contract growth factor 2.8% 

MANPOWER: 346 FTEs savings at $1,200,000 per month 
260 Security Police 

23 AVDS staff 
63 misc base support (BCE, Comm, etc) 

STRU- 60,000 cubic yards of concrete 
12,000 tons of steel reinforcing bars 
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Point Paper 

CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION "SUNK COSTS" 
KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE, 

NEW MEXICO 

Since the initial identification of Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, as a 
"receiver site" for various units to be transferred from other bases being closed or 
realigned, there has been a tremendous irzfusion of cortstruction specifically designed 
to allow Kirtland to grow into the future (the Air Force 2020 plan, etc.), to have an 
adequate infrastructure to support that growth (including often overlooked water, sewer, 
gas, steam, and electric utilities), and to provide an appropriate quality of life for those 
military and civiliarz personnel and families who work, reside, and play at Kirtland. 
This construction is above and beyond the major and minor construction that was 
necessary to "beddown" the various units which have since been transferred to Kirtlund 
and the construction necessary to support the highly technical missions of existing 
Kirtland units which have enjoyed sustained growth at Kirtland. 

Since Military Airlift Command assumed control of the base from Air Force 
Systems Command, and more recently, the assignment of the base to the Air Force 
Materiel Command, it has been referred to as a "sunrise base" and a "jewels" base by the 
Air Force, the Department of Energy, and the tenants. The President and the Secretary of 
Energy have both referred to the base and Sandia National Laboratories as one of the 
Nation's "crown jewels". The constrrcctioa necessary to srlpport projected and sustained 
growth, and enhanced quality of life has beert identified and put in place in "sunrise" 
base plans, "2020" plans, and "jewel" plans by the Air Force and other agencies in 
the last few years. 

This tremendous cost can be categorized as a "sunk cost" and will have to be 
reduplicated at inflated costs at sites which have not been previously identified or 
prepared as receiver sites.. The growth capability, quality of life facilities, and infrastructure 
has not been designed, engineered, and constructed into those bases as it has at Kirtland. 
The Air Force will now have to do so at an inflated future cost that will not be reflected 
in their published cost to realign Kirtland. Department of Defense (DOD) units forced to 
move to these new sites will likely suffer mission degradation in this regard during a 
lengthy transition period. The approval, design, engineering, and construction process is 
a lengthy one, particularly where i t  involves cornrnunity facilities and buried, out-of-sight 
infrastructure. Most importantly, the "sunk costs" at Kirtlartd will be lost to the DOD 
and the taxpayer. These will not even be recaptured by facility reuse because of the 
limited return of facilities to the community due to the nature of the secure cantonment 
area required by the technical tnission groups remaining. 

Our research on sunk costs at Kirtland reveals, that as a minimum, the following 
costs have been incurred to prepare Kirtland as a quality-of-life oriented, base-of-the- 
future: 

Since 1986, $213,072,000 (approximately one-quarter billion dollars) has 
been spent at Kirtland on Military Construction (MILCON) Projects not including 
military family housing, nonappropriated funds, Army & Air Force Exchange funds, or 
Air Force Commissary funds. Of that total, $70,296,000 can be categorized as 
infrastructure, growth and quality of life construction costs - "sunk costs". (See 
attached Exhibit). The majority of that construction has taken place over the last three 
years. 



Since 1982, at least $27,008,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of living in Kirtland's Military Family Housing areas. (See attached 
Exhibit). This does not include the family housing portion of Kirtland's Base Civil 
Engineer's budget to accomplish construction and repairs "in-house" using civilian and 
military forces. 

Since 1980, at least $16,023,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of life in the Nonappropriated Fund area. (See attached Exhibit). This 
includes such projects as the new Youth Center, approximately 80% constructed at a cost 
of $3,500,000. $8,753,000 of the total has been recently completed or is still presently 
under construction in calendar years 1994-1995. Again, this does not include the 
multitude of in-house projects performed by the Base's Civil Engineer work force. 

The figures above do not include the new Commissary, completed in 199 1,  at a 
cost of $9,455,274; the Base Exchange (BX) costing $5,208,556; and even the popular 
new McDonald's, completed in 1990, at a cost of $959,528; for a total of $15,623,358, 
again not including many in-house, related projects. All of these projects were sized for 
future growth and are doing a "land office business". 

CONCLUSION 

Conservatively, of the approximately $271,726,000 (exceeding one-quarter billion 
dollars) in major construction which has been spent fairly recently at Kirtland, 
$128,950,000, or nearly half (47 percent) has been recently expended on the theory 
that Kirtland was being built into a "Sunrise Base" to receive additional related 
missions with a high quality-of-life factor to serve the DOD, DOE, and civilian 
nuclear support and research, development, and test community - well into the 21st 
Century. If this realignment takes place, those irretrievable resources or sunk costs, 
will have to be duplicated elsewhere at tremendous capital loss to the Department of 
Defense and the U.S. taxpayer. That fact, and the costs involved, do not appear in 
the Air Force analysis. 
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i FACT SHEET 1 

MILITARY CON$TRIJC.'I'ION (MILCON) PROJECTS 
(Does not ilrclude Mil l;,?m Housing, No I Approp I;\~nds. Arnly Air Force Exchance. or AF Colnmisary Projects) i KIRTkAND AIR FORCE BASE 

1 PREPARED 22 MAR 1395 
1- 

FY PROJECTS TITLE i 8 .. . .  AMT'$) CONTRACT-)& 
1936 C O ~ T J ' ~ E R / V A L ~ , T  FAC ! 4,141K LKEJMONTY 

1 

1987 OPTICS AND BEAM CTL 8,700K SILWRTON 
1987 COMMUNICATIONS DOC$' SYSTEM 1 , 8 0 0 ~ ~  BRADLEY co 
1987 ALTER MMNrSENAI?CB ~ A N G A K  1,SOSK FLmCEWMCO 
1 087 CT ,TNIC mPLACEhfENT I 16,000K 

I 
C/ M.A. MORT13 

I 
1988 MUNITIONS STOR C O W  EX 44,000K M. A. MORTE 
1988' HIGH POWER MICROWAGE I LAU 7,100K IKE MONTY 

l9S9 HIGI-1 ENERGY RESEAR . TECf-l FAC i 9,900K ALVARADO CO 
1989 ADD TO OT&E CENTER QWLEX 3,100K BRADBURY CO 
1989 DENI'AL CLINIC REPLACEVENT 2,550K ALVARADOCO 

I 

1990 ALTER DORMITORY , 5 , 0 0 0 ~ ~  SlLVERTON 
1990 SOF-FI,IGHT SIM TRAIN~&G FAC 4,353K MLDCON, INC 
1990 SOF-ALTER MATN'TENAN~E HANGAR - 3,087K S l LVERTON 
1990 SOF- AVIONlCS SHOP 4,400K SAMGORP GE 
1 990 SOF-FIELD TRAI-NNG 1 1 ~ ~ ' ~ '  F AC 

1 1,920K FLINCHUM CO 
< 

1 99 1 ALTER DORMITORTt3S 2~~ SKVERTON 
1 Q9 1 BASE CL.OSURE-AFISC HE:A~~QIJARTERS 12,600K HENSEL PHI 

i 

1992 SOF-AERIAL DELIVERY ~ A C '  
1992 AL'SER DORMITORlBS 

1994 AEROSP.4CE ENoITJFF.RI&'~ FAC 
1994 C lV1L LNGINEER TRANI~C'G 
1 994 UPGRADE UTILITY S Y S T ~ M S  
1994 €OA/IPOSI'f% MATERIA1,S ~,AuO.EL~TORY 
1994 SPACE STRUCTURES LAL~URATORY 
1984 MrESTSIDE ELECTRICAL UPCilIAIIF;. 
1994 ALTER DORMITORY 

I 

1995 CHTl,D I3EVELOPMENT C ~ N T E R  
199s SOF-ARCKEW TRATNTNG:FAC 
1995 UPGRADE ELECTRICAL S ~ S  (EAST) 
1995 Uf\;DERGRO'UNT, f:LiEl, STORAGE TANKS 
1995 ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILI'TY 
1 9 3  ALTER BASE WATER SYSTEhl 

3,167K 
~ D O K  

8,000~' 
5,750K 
6,200K 
6,8441; 
5,1 OOK 

3 , 5 0 0 ~ ~  
9,600K 
3,000K > 
3,200K 
9 , 5 0 0 ~ ;  
3,8OOK 

BRAD13 URY 
PLMA CONST 
PUMA CONST 
I-IENSET, PHI 
HENSEL Y I-1 I 
INTEKS'CATE 
URBAN 

MIDCON INC 



j FACTSHEET 
MILI*[!ARY FAMILY I-IOUS~NG 

i KIRTLAND AFB 

i 
I 

F̂  

DATE CLOSED 

2s OCT R2 

.... . ,  

I ' -  

TITLE , 
1 _C_ 

REROOF MFH I 

-- --....- ------,-- d- 

AMOUNT 

. - - .  . , - 

$364,079.62 
- -- ------,---. 

22 NOV 82 

25 JAN 83 

..-*" ...- ---. -- --,- - 
21 MARY3 

CONTRACTOR 

AUZONA FOAL1 AND SPRAY 

. 

%10,1 10.57 

$46,9 16.07 

$323,452.60 

REMODEL, KITCHEN MFH 1 

I 22 10 1 E. SANDIA DR. j .. 
REPLACE SLIDING GLASS DOO$?T- 

I 

--- 
REPLACEIREPAIR SANITARY S ~ L V E R  

1 

-------.-.= 

'TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 

---..... 
COOK CONST. ,INC 

COLONNA CLEANING CO., MC 

LAS RUEPAS CONST. 

1 1  JUN 83 

15 JUN 83  

08 SEP R? 

12 SEP 83 

.. 03 KQV 8 

- 
12 KOV 83 

15 h l A R  84 

r17 MAR 84 

09 J h N  35 

15 FEB 85 

16 APR 8.5 

CLEAN C H I M N ~ Y S  i 
I 

REPAIWREPLACE PLAYGROUNbS 
1 
I . , ._ 

f 10,01S.00 

$52,4 19.39 
~HS'IAI.! ,  ~ A M P F R S  AND REPI,J$CE 
VENT PIPING ON GAS F ( R E n  HC(l' 
WA'rEK WATERS I 

i _ + 

REPLACE sc~E"E3-605~- - 

EAST 

.- 

$137,165 76 _ .__ . _ _ _ . . . _ _ __, 

VIKING I ~ ~ E C F I A N I C A I .  (IONT, 

____,__ _. 
P.A-j N-rr;:;R-c-KrFf-- 

$54,269.69 

PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 
HOFFMAN WHITEHEAD 
PO BOX 6306 
LISA WOOD, KS 66206 
HEADSUP SPRINKLER CO. 

- 
5721 EDITH NE 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 
TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 
PO BOX 1017 
I.ANIPASAS, TX 76550 

. . . . . . . . . - 
HOFFMAN WHITEHEAD 
PO BOX 6306 
LlSAWOOD, KS 64206 
VIKING ROOFlNG CO., INC 
37 15 0AlU')STOW RD. 
LOUISVILLE, KY 402 18 

XL L 1 A NC E-P~R-N?: 
4403 MANCI-!ESTER AVE. SUITE 202 
BNCINITAS, CA 92024 
ALLIANCE PROPERTIES 

INSULATE ~ ~ 4 - m  SPACES -4. $39,789.00 

Po Box 5026 
KAFB, NblS7 185 

1 

REPAIR SPRINKLER SYS'TEAj1 

LEE LANDSCAPING 
5900 SIGNAL NE 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 971 13 

10 ILJN 85 

$30,160.00 

$20,768.00 

! 
- -. . 4 

REPAIR LALW SPRINKLERS 
! 

REPAIR KITCHENS 22ND h4CA 
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77 17 Summer N. E. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
87 1 10-7333 

April 20, 1995 

r n- 
J .  U I A ~  

Gtwsaan, Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street - Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

I "take pen in hand" and write t o y o u  and your fellow commission members as a 
gravely concerned citizen and taxpayer of the United States residing in Albuquerque, 
New Mexico - home of Kirtland Air Force Base. I am deeply concerned because 
Qrtland has been placed on the BRAC list for realignment without a complete understanding 
by the current Air Force top management of its true nature. My deep concern stems from 
the fact that "I am better informed" than most citizens of Albuquerque about the extremely 
serious nature of the overall mission of Kirtland Air Force Base and what could literally 
be the disastrous consequences to the national security of a hasty, ill conceived, 
miscalculated, unilateral decision upon the part of the Air Force to place Kirtland on the 
list. 

"I am better informed" than most because prior to my retirement from the federal service 
in 1993, I spent 27 years as the Director of Engineering, Construction & Development at 
Kirtland and over 5 years with the Department of Energy (DOE) in a very similar 
capacity with facility oversight of Sandia National Laboratories on Kirtland and in 
California. I was directly involved, in a facilities capacity, with every base reorganization, 
move, merger, new mission beddown, change of major command, etc., since 1960, including 
the merger of Manzano, Sandia, and Kirtland bases in 1971. As you are aware, prior to 
that time, Sandia was a Department of Defense "purple suit" organization run by the 
Defense Atomic Support Agency (DASA)(forerunner of the Defense Nuclear Agency) 
with participation from all of the services. Of course, all three bases derivedfrom the 
Manhattan Project and it was extremely logical to merge them. However, this merger 
stemmed only after a long and comprehensive study over many years of what was to 
become the merged base and its tenants and the decision to concentrate these critically 
related activities at Kirtland. 

Again, I am gravely concerned because I believe a miscalculation at this point could 
seriously jeopardize the security and safety of the citizens of the United States. I 
believe the security of the missions and assets entrusted to Kirtland Air Force Base and 
its tenants are so sensitive and so critical that any savings purported to be had by the Air 
Force pale in comparison. In fact, this issue has such potential impact that no amount of 
"savings" could ever overcome a mistake in this area. The Oklahoma bombing was a 
great national tragedy. However, it is not inconceivable that something of a far greater 
magnitude could occur because of a miscalculation at Kirtland. I also believe, based 
upon my detailed knowledge of the facilities at Kirtland, that those savings are not well 
thought out and were hastily assembled to support a last-minute Air Force decision. I 
have no doubt that conclusion is becoming abundantly clear to you based upon your 
regional hearing in Albuquerque and as you continue your hearings and receive the 
further expert testimony you need to reach your decisions. The Air Force has already 
admitted that they made a mistake on costs - they are now "scrambling" to retain some 
semblance of credibility. 



My foremost concern centers on the continued safeguarding, transportiizg, and 
safehandling of the special munitions stored at and staged to and from Kirtland i~zcluding 
those assets contained within the confines of the relatively new, state-of-the-art, Kirtland 
Underground Munitions Storage Complex (KUMSC). 

However, in addition to the munitions security and safety issue there are several more 
very serious concerns that would have been apparent to the Air Force had they not acted 
unilaterally (e.g., without consulting DOE, FCDNA, and other major tenants) and had 
seriously examined the issues. The main issues as I view them from my perspective of 
long experience at Kirtland are: 

Special munitions storage, handling, safeguarding and safehandling - there 
is no margin for error 
The delicate, dynamic, and vital synergism of the research, development, 
testing, and nuclear and special weapons community which has so carefully 
been "put together" over the years and presently exists at Kirtland 
The "true cost" to the taxpayer of the Air Force proposed realignment 
(there is no savings to the taxpayer or to the DOD) 
The fact that the Air Force, in recognition of the uniqueness and value of 
Kirtland has invested literally hundreds of millions of dollars in infrastructure 
and facility improvement as a "sunrise base" designed to be a "complex of 
the future" taking it well into the 21st century while those funds were 
withheld from installations that were designated for downsizing (those 
cost figures are available and are approximately $27 1,726,000 with 
$128,950,000 directly for infrastructure and quality-of-life improvements) 
The need for intelligent long-range planning for the future of the nuclear 
support community including DOE'S weapons laboratories and the unique 
role that Kirtland plays 
The fact that there will be only limited community reuse potential for an 
extremely small portion of the lands comprising Kirtland 
The fact that the Air Force suddenly reversed position and added Kirtland 
to the list in spite of the fact that it scored considerably better than Los 
Angeles Air Force Station in the BRAC criteria and that it had been their 
position for several years to move appropriate elements from Los Angeles 
to Kirtland 
The air quality issue 
The issue of credibility for the Air Force 
and not an insignificant issue, the mounting and astronomical costs to the 
taxpayer for base environmental cleanup, particularly for those bases which 
are realigning or closing 

I beg your indulgence as I try to briefly discuss the salient points of the number one issue 
as I know it exists. I know it was discussed technically and scientifically at the hearing, 
but I would like to give you my perspective as a technically informed person who 
lives in Albuquerque with my family next to Kirtland Air Force Base: 

1 .  Special munitions. This is a frightening issue. Without getting into 
classified areas, KUMSC was designed as a consolidated, state-of-the-art, underground 
munitions storage complex for special munitions with a high degree of security to replace 
the aging, costly-to-maintain and operate, hard-to-protect and secure, sprawling Manzano 
area. The approximately 2800 acres of the fenced (four fences - one electric) Manzano 
area were consolidated into the approximately 28 acres of KUMSC. I served as the base 
civil engineering project officer for this project. The concept, feasibility study, 
environmental assessment, design and construction took place over a period well in 
excess of 10 years. 



The carefully studied security concept (following DOD 5210.4 criteria) involved: a). 
The physical security provided by the facility itself with a predetermined, short "lock-out" 
period against outside forces such as  terrorists designed into the facility, b). A 
predetermined response by on-base, on-call, highly trained, military security forces (the 
"calvary"), and c). militarily controlled (trained to absolutely obey orders) security 
personnel with a Personnel Reliability Program, immediately accessible given the alarm, 
and authorized to use the appropriate level-of-force. In short, KUMSC, unlike Manzano, 
is a non-fenced, underground storage area that sits directly in the middle of Kirtland 
relying on the established base boundary as the first perimeter (first line of defense), its 
physical characteristics (the second line of defense) and then response from highly-trained, 
military, base security forces ( thefinal defense). I have included a copy of the KUMSC 
Open House Notes of Interest and Smart Sheet for your perusal. 

Why do I believe this is a frightening issue? One only has to pick up the 
newspaper each day and to read current literature (fact and fiction) to understand the 
current threat to the United States, its citizens, and its military: one of terrorism. Can't 
happen here? The issue is not one of paranoia. It happened at the Trade Center in New 
York - fact. It happened in Oklahoma (I had begun writing this letter when that occurred 
- I have inserted it here not to make selfish use of that tragedy but as a cold, hard, 
frightening fact). Terrorists and other countries are attempting to acquire Russian special 
weapons materials and technology - fact. Its happening in Tom Clancy's well-researched 
novels about post cold war occurrences - fiction. Read his Sum of All Fears: through a 
series of Israeli and other governmental "miscalculations", a special weapon falls in the 
hands of well-financed, Iranian terrorists and is denotated at the site of the annual Super 
Bowl. 

"Moriarity's Law is that Murphy's Law is conservative" when it comes to this issue. The 
facts are also that Sandia National Laboratories, with its civilian contractor security 
force, has had two recent, well-publicized security incidents - one where a supposedly 
mentally-unstable person penetrated a DOE security area on Kirtland; the second where a 
Sandia contractor who was inadvertently locked in a fenced, secure area surrounding an 
experimental nuclear reactor, leisurely climbed the alarmed and razor-taped security fences, 
but the security force waited to apprehend him until the next workday to see if he had 
"removed anything from the area". Another publicized incident occurred recently in Los 
Alamos where a civilian contract security guard accidentally and tragically killed another 
guard during a security exercise by grabbing the wrong ammunition vest (instead of laser 
equipment) during a simulated exercise of their security response. Moriarityls Law does 
occasionally apply. 

The bottom line is that the security of these national assets and the safety of its 
citizens should not be allowed to be capriciously relegated to the thinly disguised, 
last minute maneuvering of Air Force top management who added Kirtland to the 
BRAC List apparently as an attempt to show "some savings" and to remove it from 
"their budget." There are no savings to be realized in this area: DOE will be forced 
to perform the deleted but required functions through Sandia National Laboratories 
(now run by Lockheed Martin) who will simply subcontract to yet another civilian 
contractor (not cheap - given OSHA and DOE requirements), add 30+/- % for Sandia 
administration, pass the cost to DOE (who really isn't interested in running an 
installation) who will simply add their costs and charge their Defense Programs 
expense element to DOD: resulting in DOD and the taxpayers picking up the 
"enhanced tab" - truly a shell game. 



The synergism at Kirtland as relates to Special Weapons. Kirtland is not now 
and never will be a "one primary function" Air Force Base. Kirtland is not the kind of 
base where you can take the number and type of fighter or airlift aircraft assigned and use 
an Air Force table, template or program to determine how big a laser laboratory you 
need, how many dormitories, hangars, avionics shops, offices or dining halls. It is a 
wonderful accumulation of tenants, all engaged in nuclear weapons research; special 
weapons research, development and test; operational evaluation; and, now that the 
coldwar has been won with this group at the forefront, making sure the Nation's 
nuclear stockpile is safe.  

The stockpile may be drastically reduced, but at least for my life time there 
will be nuclear weapons and there will be new special weapons developed as long as 
there is man. The teaming, the partnering, and the synergism which has taken place at 
Kirtland since before the first atomic bomb was tested and dropped is almost as amazing 
as the atomic bomb itself. Literally, the nation's finest minds and best talent has been 
gathered at Kirtland for over 50 years within easy reach of Los Alamos to the north and 
White Sands to the south. These people have been collectively serving in "The Best 
Interest of the Nation". The relationship between the DOES Sandia National Laboratories, 
the Department of Defense tenants, the Air Force and the private DOE and DOD contractors 
has often been described as analogous to a "marriage wherein you may occasionally 
experience a rocky road but divorce is never possible ". 

The base is literally a grand merger of three bases who were literally all 
involved in special weapons research, whose lands and infrastructure is so interwoven 
that it is not physically or organizationally possible to pluck out a major unit without 
major disruption of the whole. Kirtland sits in a wonderful location, central to the nation, 
with wonderful year-round weather, and with a tremendous amount of land available 
(with additional capacity) and conducive to the required R, D, T & E in its "south forty 
thousand acres". Much like the space program, ideas have fed ideas for years at Kirtland 
and much technology in support of national medicine, space, etc. has evolved. It has only 
been since winning the cold war that the cloak of fifty years of secrecy has been lifted to 
a degree from Kirtland. 

Citizens of Albuquerque have always been supportive of Kirtland, thought 
they knew what was happening "out there", but never quite sure. Regardless, everyone 
along the "Rio Grande Research and Technology Corridor" including the New Mexico 
universities have joined in and supported the synergism. The logistics and support 
provided in an outstanding fashion by the Air Force for all these many years have 
been the "glue that held this matrix together". They, in turn, have reaped untold 
scientific and other benefit from providing this support. In my view, this proposed 
realignment represents a major threat to this matrix. Past Air Force Chiefs of Staff, 
Air Force Systems Command commanders, Secretaries of Defense and Energy, and most 
recently the President, Bill Clinton, have referred to this complex and its laboratories 
and synergism as one of the "Nations Crown Jewels" and lauded its people as the 
warriors who contributed significantly to winning the Cold War. Please believe me, 
that's still the case. 



Thank you so much for your valuable time. I have been proudly associated with 
the Air Force for over 35 years. They have generally made very sound and considered 
decisions as concerns National Security. However, they have made a tremendous mistake 
in this matter for whatever reason. They have admitted a portion of their mistake as 
concerns costs. I am confident that in the final analysis you will determine that the Air 
Force has indeed made a grave mistake in their analysis of Kirtland and you will remove 
it from further consideration for downsizing. I agree with the Kirtland Retention Task 
Force (the Steering Group) in their presentation to you: Kirtland Air Force Base is 
already a Model BRAC Federal Installation and already fulfills the goals you are chartered 
to ensure. 

P encl - KUMSC Open House 
- Point Paper: Capital Construction "Sunk Costs" 
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SMART SHEET 
KIRTLAND UNDERGROUND 

MUNITION STORAGE COMPLEX 

January 7, 1991 

SIZE: Underground facilities 288,545 sf 
58 storage bays 26' x 110' 

4 storage bays 26' x 30' 

Operations Building 
Utility Building 

COST: Buildings CWE $36,0 12,428 
Doors CWE 7,142,995 

Contract growth factor 2.8% 

MANPOWER: 346 FTEs savings at $1,200,000 per month 
260 Security Police 

23 AVDS staff 
63 misc base support (BCE, Comm, etc) 

STRUCTURE: 60,000 cubic yards of concrete 
12,000 tons of steel reinforcing bars 
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Point Paper 

CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION "SUNK COSTS" 
KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE, 

NEW MEXICO 

Since the initial identification of Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, as a 
"receiver site" for various units to be transferred from other bases being closed or 
realigned, there has been a tremerzdous irzfusion of cortstruction specifically designed 
to allow Kirtland to grow into the future (the Air Force 2020 plan, etc.), to have an 
adequate iizfrastructure to support thnt growth (including often overlooked water, sewer, 
gas, steam, and electric utilities), and to provide an appropriate quality of life for those 
military and civilian personnel and families who work, reside, and play at Kirtland. 
This construction is above and beyond the major and minor construction that was 
necessary to "beddown" the various units which have since been transferred to Kirfland 
and the construction necessary to support the highly technical missions of existing 
Kirtland units which have enjoyed sustained growth at Kirtland. 

Since Military Airlift Command assumed control of the base from Air Force 
Systems Command, and more recently, the assignment of the base to the Air Force 
Materiel Command, it has been referred to as a "sunrise base" and a "jewels" base by the 
Air Force, the Department of Energy, and the tenants. The President and the Secretary of 
Energy have both referred to the base and Sandia National Laboratories as one of the 
Nation's "crown jewels". The constrrcctiort necessary to support projected and sustained 
growth, and enhanced quality of life has been identified and put in place in "sunrise" 
base plans, "2020" plans, and "jewel" plans by the Air Force and other agencies in 
the last few years. 

This treme~zdous cost can be categorized as a "sunk cost" and will have to be 
reduplicated at inflated costs at sites which have not been previously identified or 
prepared as receiver sites.. The growth capability, quality of life facilities, and infrastructure 
has not been designed, engineered, and constructed into those bases as it has at Kirtland. 
The Air Force will now have to do so at an inflated future cost that will not be reflected 
in their published cost to realign Kirtland. Department of Defense (DOD) units forced to 
move to these new sites will likely suffer mission degradation in this regard during a 
lengthy transition period. The approval, design, engineering, and construction process is 
a lengthy one, particularly where it involves community facilities and buried, out-of-sight 
infrastructure. Most importantly, the "surtk costs" at Kirtland will be lost to the DOD 
and the taxpayer. These will not even be recaptured by facility reuse because of the 
limited return of facilities to the community due to the nature of the secure cantonment 
area required by the technical mission groups remaining. 

Our research on sunk costs at Kirtland reveals, that as a minimum, the following 
costs have been incurred to prepare Kirtland as a quality-of-life oriented, base-of-the- 
future: 

Since 1986, $213,072,000 (approximately one-quarter billion dollars) has 
been spent at Kirtland on Military Construction (MILCON) Projects not irzcl~idirzg 
military family housing, nonappropriated funds, Army & Air Force Exchange funds, or 
Air Force Commissary funds. Of that total, $70,296,000 can be categorized as 
infrastructure, growth and quality of life construction costs - "sunk costs". (See 
attached Exhibit). The majority of that construction has taken place over the last three 
years. 



Since 1982, at least $27,008,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of living in Kirtland's Military Family Housing areas. (See attached 
Exhibit). This does not include the family housing portion of Kirtland's Base Civil 
Engineer's budget to accomplish construction and repairs "in-house" using civilian and 
military forces. 

Since 1980, at least $16,023,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of life in the Nonappropriated Fund area. (See attached Exhibit). This 
includes such projects as the new Youth Center, approximately 80% constructed at a cost 
of $3,500,000. $8,753,000 of the total has been recently completed or is still presently 
under construction in calendar years 1994-1995. Again, this does not include the 
multitude of in-house projects performed by the Base's Civil Engineer work force. 

The figures above do not include the new Commissary, completed in 199 1,  at a 
cost of $9,455,274; the Base Exchange (BX) costing $5,208,556; and even the popular 
new McDonald's, completed in 1990, at a cost of $959,528; for a total of $15,623,358, 
again not including many in-house, related projects. All of these projects were sized for 
future growth and are doing a "land office business". 

CONCLUSION 

Conservatively, of the approximately $271,726,000 (exceeding one-quarter billion 
dollars) in major construction which has been spent fairly recently at  Kirtland, 
$128,950,000, or nearly half (47 percent) has been recently expended on the theory 
that Kirtland was being built into a "Sunrise Base" to receive additional related 
missions with a high quality-of-life factor to serve the DOD, DOE, and civilian 
nuclear support and research, development, and test community - well into the 21st 
Century. If this realignment takes place, those irretrievable resources or sunk costs, 
will have to be duplicated elsewhere at tremendous capital loss to the Department of 
Defense and the U.S. taxpayer. That fact, and the costs involved, do not appear in 
the Air Force analysis. 
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77 17 Summer N. E. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
871 10-7333 

April 20, 1995 

-, Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street - Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear !k+€kew &L ; 
I "take pen in hand" and write to you and your fellow commission members as a 
gravely concerned citizen and taxpayer of the United States residing in Albuquerque, 
New Mexico - home of Kirtland Air Force Base. I am deeply concerned because 
Kirtland has been placed on the BRAC list for realignment without a complete understanding 
by the current Air Force top management of its true nature. My deep concern stems from 
the fact that "I am better informed" than most citizens of Albuquerque about the extremely 
serious nature of the overall mission of Kirtland Air Force Base and what could literally 
be the disastrous consequences to the national security of a hasty, ill conceived, 
miscalculated, unilateral decision upon the part of the Air Force to place Kirtland on the 
list. 

"I am better informed" than most because prior to my retirement from the federal service 
in 1993, I spent 27 years as the Director of Engineering, Construction & Development at 
Kirtland and over 5 years with the Department of Energy (DOE) in a very similar 
capacity with facility oversight of Sandia National Laboratories on Kirtland and in 
California. I was directly involved, in a facilities capacity, with every base reorganization, 
move, merger, new mission beddown, change of major command, etc., since 1960, including 
the merger of Manzano, Sandia, and Kirtland bases in 1971. As you are aware, prior to 
that time, Sandia was a Department of Defense "purple suit" organization run by the 
Defense Atomic Support Agency (DASA)(forerunner of the Defense Nuclear Agency) 
with participation from all of the services. Of course, all three bases derived from the 
Manhattan Project and it was extremely logical to merge them. However, this merger 
stemmed only after a long and comprehensive study over many years of what was to 
become the merged base and its tenants and the decision to concentrate these critically 
related activities at Kirtland. 

Again, I am gravely concerned because I believe a miscalculation at this point could 
seriously jeopardize the security and safety of the citizens of the United States. I 
believe the security of the missions and assets entrusted to Kirtland Air Force Base and 
its tenants are so sensitive and so critical that any savings purported to be had by the Air 
Force pale in comparison. In fact, this issue has such potential impact that no amount of 
"savings" could ever overcome a mistake in this area. The Oklahoma bombing was a 
great national tragedy. However, it is not inconceivable that something of a far greater 
magnitude could occur because of a miscalculation at Kirtland. I also believe, based 
upon my detailed knowledge of the facilities at Kirtland, that those savings are not well 
thought out and were hastily assembled to support a last-minute Air Force decision. I 
have no doubt that conclusion is becoming abundantly clear to you based upon your 
regional hearing in Albuquerque and as you continue your hearings and receive the 
further expert testimony you need to reach your decisions. The Air Force has already 
admitted that they made a mistake on costs - they are now "scrambling" to retain some 
semblance of credibility. 



My foremost concern centers on the continued safeguarding, transporting, and 
safehandling of the special munitions stored at and staged to and from Kirtland including 
those assets contained within the confines of the relatively new, state-of-the-art, Kirtland 
Underground Munitions Storage Complex (KUMSC). 

However, in addition to the munitions security and safety issue there are several more 
very serious concerns that would have been apparent to the Air Force had they not acted 
unilaterally (e.g., without consulting DOE, FCDNA, and other major tenants) and had 
seriously examined the issues. The main issues as I view them from my perspective of 
long experience at Kirtland are: 

Special munitions storage, handling, safeguarding and safehandling - there 
is no margin for error 
The delicate, dynamic, and vital synergism of the research, development, 
testing, and nuclear and special weapons community which has so carefully 
been "put together" over the years and presently exists at Kirtland 
The "true cost" to the taxpayer of the Air Force proposed realignment 
(there is no savings to the taxpayer or to the DOD) 
The fact that the Air Force, in recognition of the uniqueness and value of 
Crtland has invested literally hundreds of millions of dollars in infrastructure 
and facility improvement as a "sunrise base" designed to be a "complex of 
the future" taking it well into the 21st century while those funds were 
withheld from installations that were designated for downsizing (those 
cost figures are available and are approximately $27 1,726,000 with 
$128,950,000 directly for infrastructure and quality-of-life improvements) 
The need for intelligent long-range planning for the future of the nuclear 
support community including DOE'S weapons laboratories and the unique 
role that Kirtland plays 
The fact that there will be only limited community reuse potential for an 
extremely small portion of the lands comprising Kirtland 
The fact that the Air Force suddenly reversed position and added Kirtland 
to the list in spite of the fact that it scored considerably better than Los 
Angeles Air Force Station in the BRAC criteria and that it had been their 
position for several years to move appropriate elements from Los Angeles 
to Kirtland 
The air quality issue 
The issue of credibility for the Air Force 
and not an insignificant issue, the mounting and astronomical costs to the 
taxpayer for base environmental cleanup, particularly for those bases which 
are realigning or closing 

I beg your indulgence as I try to briefly discuss the salient points of the number one issue 
as I know it exists. I know it was discussed technically and scientifically at the hearing, 
but I would like to give you my perspective as a technically informed person who 
lives in Albuquerque with my family next to Kirtland Air Force Base: 

1. Special munitions. This is a frightening issue. Without getting into 
classified areas, KUMSC was designed as a consolidated, state-of-the-art, underground 
munitions storage complex for special munitions with a high degree of security to replace 
the aging, costly-to-maintain and operate, hard-to-protect and secure, sprawling Manzano 
area. The approximately 2800 acres of the fenced (four fences - one electric) Manzano 
area were consolidated into the approximately 28 acres of KUMSC. I served as the base 
civil engineering project officer for this project. The concept, feasibility study, 
environmental assessment, design and construction took place over a period well in 
excess of 10 years. 



The carefully studied security concept (following DOD 5210.4 criteria) involved: a). 
The physical security provided by the facility itself with a predetermined, short "lock-out" 
period against outside forces such as terrorists designed into the facility, b). A 
predetermined response by on-base, on-call, highly trained, military security forces (the 
"calvary"), and c). militarily controlled (trained to absolutely obey orders) security 
personnel with a Personnel Reliability Program, immediately accessible given the alarm, 
and authorized to use the appropriate level-of-force. In short, KUMSC, unlike Manzano, 
is a non-fenced, underground storage area that sits directly in the middle of Kirtland 
relying on the established base boundary as the first perimeter (jrsr line of defense), its 
physical characteristics (the second line of defense) and then response from highly-trained, 
military, base securiry forces (the final defense). I have included a copy of the KUMSC 
Open House Notes of Interest and Smart Sheet for your perusal. 

Why do I believe this is a frightening issue? One only has to pick up the 
newspaper each day and to read current literature (fact and fiction) to understand the 
current threat to the United States, its citizens, and its military: one of terrorism. Can't 
happen here? The issue is not one of paranoia. It happened at the Trade Center in New 
York - fact. It happened in Oklahoma (I had begun writing this letter when that occurred 
- I have inserted it here not to make selfish use of that tragedy but as a cold, hard, 
frightening fact). Terrorists and other countries are attempting to acquire Russian special 
weapons materials and technology - fact. Its happening in Tom Clancy's well-researched 
novels about post cold war occurrences - fiction. Read his Sum of All Fears: through a 
series of Israeli and other governmental "miscalculations", a special weapon falls in the 
hands of well-financed, Iranian terrorists and is denotated at the site of the annual Super 
Bowl. 

"Moriarity's Law is that Murphy's Law is conservative" when it comes to this issue. The 
facts are also that Sandia National Laboratories, with its civilian contractor security 
force, has had two recent, well-publicized security incidents - one where a supposedly 
mentally-unstable person penetrated a DOE security area on Kirtland; the second where a 
Sandia contractor who was inadvertently locked in a fenced, secure area surrounding an 
experimental nuclear reactor, leisurely climbed the alarmed and razor-taped security fences, 
but the security force waited to apprehend him until the next workday to see if he had 
"removed anything from the area". Another publicized incident occurred recently in Los 
Alamos where a civilian contract security guard accidentally and tragically killed another 
guard during a security exercise by grabbing the wrong ammunition vest (instead of laser 
equipment) during a simulated exercise of their security response. Moriarity's Law does 
occasionally apply. 

The bottom line is that the security of these national assets and the safety of its 
citizens should not be allowed to be capriciously relegated to the thinly disguised, 
last minute maneuvering of Air Force top management who added Kirtland to the 
BRAC List apparently as an attempt to show "some savings" and to remove it from 
"their budget." There are no savings to be realized in this area: DOE will be forced 
to perform the deleted but required functions through Sandia National Laboratories 
(now run by Lockheed Martin) who will simply subcontract to yet another civilian 
contractor (not cheap - given OSHA and DOE requirements), add 30+/-% for Sandia 
administration, pass the cost to DOE (who really isn't interested in running an 
installation) who will simply add their costs and charge their Defense Programs 
expense element to DOD: resulting in DOD and the taxpayers picking up the 
"enhanced tab" - truly a shell game. 



The synergism at Kirtland as relates to Special Weapons. Kirtland is not now 
and never will be a "one primary function" Air Force Base. Kirtland is not the kind of 
base where you can take the number and type of fighter or airlift aircraft assigned and use 
an Air Force table, template or program to determine how big a laser laboratory you 
need, how many dormitories, hangars, avionics shops, offices or dining halls. It is a 
wonderful accumulation of tenants, all engaged in nuclear weapons research; special 
weapons research, development and test; operational evaluation; and, now that the 
coldwar has been won with this group at the forefront, making sure the Nation's 
nuclear stockpile is safe. 

The stockpile may be drastically reduced, but at least for my life time there 
will be nuclear weapons and there will be new special weapons developed as long as 
there is man. The teaming, the partnering, and the synergism which has taken place at 
Kirtland since before the first atomic bomb was tested and dropped is almost as amazing 
as the atomic bomb itself. Literally, the nation's finest minds and best talent has been 
gathered at Kirtland for over 50 years within easy reach of Los Alamos to the north and 
White Sands to the south. These people have been collectively serving in "The Best 
Interest of the Nation". The relationship between the DOES Sandia National Laboratories, 
the Department of Defense tenants, the Air Force and the private DOE and DOD contractors 
has often been described as analogous to a "marriage wherein you may occasionally 
experience a rocky road but divorce is never possible". 

The base is literally a grand merger of three bases who were literally all 
involved in special weapons research, whose lands and infrastructure is so interwoven 
that it is not physically or organizationally possible to pluck out a major unit without 
major disruption of the whole. Kirtland sits in a wonderful location, central to the nation, 
with wonderful year-round weather, and with a tremendous amount of land available 
(with additional capacity) and conducive to the required R, D, T & E in its "south forty 
thousand acres". Much like the space program, ideas have fed ideas for years at IGrtland 
and much technology in support of national medicine, space, etc. has evolved. It has only 
been since winning the cold war that the cloak of fifty years of secrecy has been lifted to 
a degree from Kirtland. 

Citizens of Albuquerque have always been supportive of Kirtland, thought 
they knew what was happening "out there", but never quite sure. Regardless, everyone 
along the "Rio Grande Research and Technology Corridor" including the New Mexico 
universities have joined in and supported the synergism. The logistics and support 
provided in an outstanding fashion by the Air Force for all these many years have 
been the "glue that held this matrix together". They, in turn, have reaped untold 
scientific and other benefit from providing this support. In my view, this proposed 
realignment represents a major threat to this matrix. Past Air Force Chiefs of Stafj 
Air Force Systems Command commanders, Secretaries of Defense and Energy, and most 
recently the President, Bill Clinton, have referred to this complex and its laboratories 
and synergism as one of the "Nations Crown Jewels" and lauded its people as the 
warriors who contributed significantly to winning the Cold War. Please believe me, 
that's still the case. 



Thank you so much for your valuable time. I have been proudly associated with 
the Air Force for over 35 years. They have generally made very sound and considered 
decisions as concerns National Security. However, they have made a tremendous mistake 
in this matter for whatever reason. They have admitted a portion of their mistake as 
concerns costs. I am confident that in the final analysis you will determine that the Air 
Force has indeed made a grave mistake in their analysis of Kirtland and you will remove 
it from further consideration for downsizing. I agree with the Kirtland Retention Task 
Force (the Steering Group) in their presentation to you: Kirtland Air Force Base is 
already a Model BRAC Federal Installation and already fulfills the goals you are chartered 
to ensure. 

P encl - KUMSC Open House 
- Point Paper: Capital Construction "Sunk Costs" 
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SMART SHEET 
KIRTLAND UNDERGROUND 

MUNITION STORAGE COMPLEX 

January 7, 1991 

SIZE: Underground facilities 288,545 sf 
58 storage bays 26' x 110' 

4 storage bays 26' x 30' 

Operations Building 
Utility Building 

COST: Buildings CWE $36,012,428 
Doors CWE 7,142,995 

Contract growth factor 2.8% 

MANPOWER: 346 FTEs savings at $1,200,000 per month 
260 Security Police 

23 AVDS staff 
63 misc base support (BCE, Comm, etc) 

STRUCTURE: 60,000 cubic yards of concrete 
12,000 tons of steel reinforcing bars 



Point Paper 

CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION "SUNK COSTS" 
KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE, 

NEW MEXICO 

Since the initial identification of Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, as a 
"receiver site" for various units to be transferred from other bases being closed or 
realigned, there has been a tremerzdous infusion of cortstruction specifically designed 
to allow Kirtland to grow into the future (the Air Force 2020 plan, etc.), to have an 
adequate infrastructure to support that growth (irtcluding often overlooked water, sewer, 
gas, steam, and electric utilities), artd to provide an appropriate quality of life for those 
military and civilian personnel and families who work, reside, and play at Kirtland. 
This construction is above and beyond the major and rninor construction that was 
necessary to "beddown" the various units which have sirtce been transferred to Kirtland 
and the construction necessary to support the highly technical missions of existing 
Kirtland units which have enjoyed sustained growth at Kirtland. 

Since Military Airlift Command assumed control of the base from Air Force 
Systems Command, and more recently, the assignment of the base to the Air Force 
Materiel Command, it has been referred to as a "sunrise base" and a "jewels" base by the 
Air Force, the Department of Energy, and the tenants. The President and the Secretary of 
Energy have both referred to the base and Sandia National Laboratories as one of the 
Nation's "crown jewels1'. The constructiort rzecessary to support projected and sustained 
growth, and enhanced quality of life has been identified and put in place in "sunrise" 
base plans, "2020" plarzs, and "jewel" plans by the Air Force and other agencies in 
the last few years. 

This tremendous cost can be categorized as a "sunk cost" and will have to be 
reduplicated at inflated costs at sites which have not been previously identified or 
prepared as receiver sites.. The growth capability, quality of life facilities, and infrastructure 
has not been designed, engineered, and constructed into those bases as it has at Kirtland. 
The Air Force will now have to do so at an inflated future cost that will not be reflected 
in their published cost to realign Kirtland. Department of Defense (DOD) units forced to 
move  t o  these new sites will likely suffer mission degradation in this regard dur ing  a 
lengthy transition period. The approval, design, engineering, and construction process is 
a lengthy one, particularly where it involves community facilities and buried, out-of-sight 
infrastructure. Most importarttly, the "surtk costs" at Kirtland will be lost to the DOD 
and the taxpayer. These will not even be recaptured by facility reuse because of the 
limited return of facilities to the community due to the nature of the secure cantonment 
area required by the technical mission groups remaining. 

Our research on sunk costs at Kirtland reveals, that as a minimum, the following 
costs have been incurred to prepare Kirtland as a quality-of-life oriented, base-of-the- 
future: 

Since 1986, $213,072,000 (approximately one-quarter billion dollars) has 
been spent at Kirtland on Military Construction (MILCON) Projects not including 
military family housing, nonappropriated funds, Army & Air Force Exchange funds, or 
Air Force Commissary funds. Of that total, $70,296,000 can be categorized as 
infrastructure, growth and quality of life construction costs - "sunk costs". (See 
attached Exhibit). The majority of that construction has taken place over the last three 
years. 



Since 1982, at least $27,008,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of living in Kirtland's Military Family Housing areas. (See attached 
Exhibit). This does not include the family housing portion of Kirtland's Base Civil 
Engineer's budget to accomplish construction and repairs "in-house" using civilian and 
military forces. 

Since 1980, at least $16,023,000 has been spent on construction to improve 
the quality of life in the Nonappropriated Fund area. (See attached Exhibit). This 
includes such projects as the new Youth Center, approximately 80% constructed at a cost 
of $3,500,000. $8,753,000 of the total has been recently completed or is still presently 
under construction in calendar years 1994-1995. Again, this does not include the 
multitude of in-house projects performed by the Base's Civil Engineer work force. 

The figures above do not include the new Commissary, completed in 1991, at a 
cost of $9,455,274; the Base Exchange (BX) costing $5,208,556; and even the popular 
new McDonald's, completed in 1990, at a cost of $959,528; for a total of $15,623,358, 
again not including many in-house, related projects. All of these projects were sized for 
future growth and are doing a "land office business". 

CONCLUSION 

Conservatively, of the approximately $271,726,000 (exceeding one-quarter billion 
dollars) in major construction which has been spent fairly recently a t  Kirtland, 
$128,950,000, or nearly half (47 percent) has been recently expended on the theory 
that Kirtland was being built into a "Sunrise Base" to receive additional related 
missions with a high quality-of-life factor to serve the DOD, DOE, and civilian 
nuclear support and research, development, and test community - well into the 21st 
Century. If this realignment takes place, those irretrievable resources or sunk costs, 
will have to be duplicated elsewhere at tremendous capital loss to the Department of 
Defense and the U.S. taxpayer. That fact, and the costs involved, do not appear in 
the Air Force analysis. 



MILITARY CON~TRI  JC'I'ION (MILCON) PROJECTS 
(Does not include Mil Fam Housing, No I Approp F~lnds. A m y  Air Force Exchnrrcc. or AF Colnlnisnry Ptojects) I KlRTIpAND AIR FORCE BASE 

1 PREPARED 22 MAR 1995 
1 -  
, 

FY PROJECT TITLE ! -. - A~LIT@YJ C O N T R A C m  
1986 COMPTJ'rER/VAI-TI2T FAC ! 4,141K LKEJMONTY 

1 

1987 OPTICS AND BEAM CTL 8,700K SILWRTON 
1987 COlMMliNICATIONS D U C ~  SYSTEM 1,800~'  BRADLEY CO 
1987 ALTER MAINTENANCE ~ A N G A K  1, 508KJ FLTNCI-IWM CO 
I 9 ~ 7  cr .INIC REPLACE~/~ENT I 1 6,000~ M. A. MORTH 

44,000K M.A. MORTE 
7,400K 1K.E MONTY 

I 

1 950 HIGH ENERGY RESEAR TRCCI FAC 4 9,900K ALVARADO CO 
1989 ADD TO 0T&E CENTER OMPT.,EX 3,100K RRADBUIZY CO 
1 989 DEN'I'AL CLINIC REPLAC):,%! EENT 2 , 5 5 0 ~ ~  ALVARADO CO 

ALTER DORMITOR\' j 

SOF-FI,IGWT SIM T R A I N T T ~ G  FAC 
SOF-ALTER MAINTENAN~T HANGAR . 

SOF- AVIONICS SHOP ' 

SOP-FIELD TRANWG 11F,/i. FAC 

4 

MTER DORMITORTHS 
BASE CJLISURE-.AFISC ~ $ ~ i - ~ t y  JARTERS 

SOF- AERIAL DELIVERY FAC 
ALTER DORMITORIES 

I 
AEROSP.4CE ENG~NF.F,RI~G FAC 
C lV1L ENGINEER T R A I N I ~ ~ G  
UPGRADE UTILITY SYST~IVLS 
COX~POSITE MATERIA1,S ~,,;WOR~TORY 
SPACE STRUCTURES LABORATORY 
MrESTSIDE ELECTRICAL UPC;ItAI)F, 
ALTER DOKMlTORY 

1 

cHil,n DEVELOP-MENT C ~ N T E R  
SOF-AIRCREW TRI'IINING'F~~C 
UPGRADE ELEC"T11ICAL St's (EAS'C) 
UNDERGRO~IMI f:liEl, S T ~ R A G E  TANKS 
ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILITY 
ALTER BASE WATER SYS'I'EhI 

SILVERTON 
MLDCON, INC 
S II,VERTON 
SAMCORP GE 
FLIMCHIJM CO 

SILVERTON 
HENSEL PHI 

E.T. LAFOR 
URBAN 

BRADBURY 
PUMA CONS'I* 
PLTM.4 CONST 
I-IENSEI, PHI 
HENSEL PI-It 
INTEKS'TATE 
URBAN 

MIDCON INC 



I 

I 
j FACTSWEET 

MILl'[!ARY FAMILY HOUSWG 
/ KIRTLAND AFB 

DATE CLOSED 

25 OCT S2 

22 NOV 82 

25 JAN 82 

* -" " "., --7- -- -- - - 
21 MAR $3 

1 l J U N  83 

- 

AMOUNT 
.- . - 

$764,079.62 
- --  7- ?- .--"-~ . , 

$10,110.57 

$46,9 16.07 

**- 

TITLE 
I 

_7_ 

REROOF MFH I 

--l-T- A- 

REMODEL KITCHEN MFH 
22 10 1 E. SANDIA DR. ? 
REPLACE SLIDWG-~~F--"---- 
- - 

UPLACEAEPAIR SANITARY S E ~ V E R  

CLEAN C H I M N ~ Y S  I 

CONTRACTOR 

ANZONA FOAM AND SPRAY 

-----..-*- 
'FEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 

.. . . . , , . ,. 

TEXAS PAINTER. CRAFT 

---- 

LAS RUEPAS CONST. I 
VIKlNG MECIIANICAI. COX'T. 

-" --,_ _ 
T E ~  yP.AjN-ri,R z c r ~ ~ ~ ~  
PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 
HOFFMAN WHITEHEAD 
PO BOX 6306 
LISAWOOD, KS 66206 - 
HEADSUP SPRINKLER CO. 
572 1 EDITH NE 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 
TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 
PO BOX 1017 
I.AN1PASAS. TX 76550 

. - 
HOFFMAN WHITEHEAD 
PO BOX 6306 
LISAWOOD, KS 66206 
VIKING ROOPING CO., INC 

15 J U N  83  

08 SEF R J  

12 SEP 53 

- 
03 NQV S 

- 
12 b:OV S3 

$323,452.60 

$10,0 15.00 

COOK CONST. ,INC 

COLONNA CLEANING CO.. 1NC 

REPAIRIREPLACE PLAYGROUNbS 
I 
L . 

IN$TA1.I, I'~AW@ERS AND RF,PI.J(CE 
VENT PIPING ON GA9 FIRFn H ~ I '  
WATER MFATEPS 

I 

----._ -_ . _ _ I _ _ 
REPLACE SCREEN DOOR 

< 

INSULATE CR4WL SPACES 

-- 

15 FEB gS 

16.4PR 85  

.- 
10 J'ur4 s5 

$52,4 19.39 
.. . 

$137,165 76 _ --- . - -  - .I . - ^ 

539,789.00 

$30,160.00 

$20,768.00 

REPAIR SPRINKLER SYSTEM ' 

$142,855 26 
. - ..- 

.F 158,632.85 

15 hlAR e4  REPAIR KITCHENS 22ND ~7 
I 
1 

37 15 BAWSTQLVN RD. 
LOUISVILLE, KY 402 18 
~ E E ' P ~ R T  I ES, 1~3: 

4403 MANCI-!ESTER AVE. SUITE 202 
ENCINITAS, CA 92024 

-, 

INS'TALL DISIIWASI-IERS 
I 

17 M A R S 1  

09 JAN 8 5  

$457,507.03 - 

$108,15 1.00 

----*-- - - - - - -  
REPLACE P.r,lOF SOFF'TS 

I 
+-, 

REROOF MFH UNITS 

REPLACE SCREEN DOORS, U F B  
E4ST 

-... , 

REPAIR LALW SPRINKLERS 
i 
I 

- .  r y  

$54,269.69 

$23,125.95 
' I____ 

ALLIANCE PROPERTIES 
Po Dox 5026 
KAFB, NM S7 185 
LEE LANDCCAPINC 
5900 SIGNAL NE 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 971 13 



OR 5111. 85 

26 SEP 85 

18 NOV 85 

20 I>FC 85 

- .-- 
08 JAN 96 

24 JAN $6 

03 FER 86 

23 APR 56 

' 08 bfAY 86--- 

30 MAY 86 

--- 

PHASE 6 I N T E R I O R E X T C ~  
i 

REPLACE SOFFITS AND FASCIA 

REPLACE DRIVEWAYS 1 

I 
I 

MAINTAIN LAWNS 1 

- " - - -  - -.-..- - .- 
INSTALL SIDE*AI.,KS, ZIA PARK 

M S T ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ H I V A S H E R S  , 

MSTALL SCREEN/STORM DOORS 
I 

-2-.---- OVERLAY STRFT~' 

TEPLACE XAP. COOLEKS (PHASE 11) 

I 

. . - - -  ------~.---- a- 

RENOVATE CARPORTS 

$3,264,992.76 

$597,880.00 

$583,237.00 

00 JL!L 815 SPRINKLER MAIN?'. 
PO000 1 INCREASE FLJNDS -1- 

TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 
P o  BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 
COLLINS SID!NG 
2016 CHERRY AVE. 
RAPID CITY, SD 57701 
TEXAS PAINTER CRAFT 
PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 

$5,988.14 - - 
22 ~ E P  86 

PINO'S T E E  CO. 
7501 CENTRAL NW #15 
ALBUQUERQUE, . . ._-- -_ NM 87 105 - --- 

REROCIF MFH UNITS 

--. 
04 OCT 86 

- 
14 J.4N 87 

05 KIL 88 

- 

$977,463,11 -. 

$68,506.00 - - - -  

$155,397.93 

$67,553.00 

ELDER CONSTRUCTION f 

G.A. RrJTHFRFORD 
PO BOX 309 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87603 

-.*. -- 
PRlPE C O N S T R U ~ ~ W -  
PO BOX 35038 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87 L 10 

- '  

TAYLOR MORGAN 
PO BOX 486 
LIRERTY, MQ 
SBA, APACHE CONST. CO, INC. 
PO ROX 123 12 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87 105 

2001 o1.n s r - r ~ . ~ ~ ~ n s v r r , r  E R n .  
% 1,842,153.62 LOUISVILLE, KY 402 18 

REPAIR FIRE DAMAGE. ~ F H 2 6 r l  F Sr P CONSTRUCTION 

-. --__I--- ---- _ $16,000,00 
INSTALL CARPORT LIGHTING MOON-LITE El I?.CTRICAI, 

REPLACE ROOFS 

PA-. 

02 SEP 88 I REPAIR MT. hlFH LOOFPERSHWG 

$1,436,175.54 

. $396,191.60 . 

$1,446,00 I. 17 

NEW TEX REHAB 
PO BOX 2689 1 

UNIVERSAL CONSTKUC'l'ORS, INC. 
STA, B BOX 6008 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87197 
ACI MECHANICAL - . . .  CORP 
3 1 16 S. DUFF AVE. BOX 192 
AMES, IOWA $0010 
TEXAS PAlNTER CRAFT 
PO BOX 1017 
LANIPASAS, TX 76550 

.. 372 1,109.00 
RT. 9, BOX 543 
MCMINNVILLE, TN 37 1 10 

0 EL PASO, TX 79926 
02  SEP 83 REPAIIUAL,TER LOOP NEW TEX R E H A 0  

PO BOX 26891 

01 APR 89 _I(-- 
$3,55 1,503 23 

REPLACE EVP. COOLERS, 22ND 
EL PASO, TX 70826 
6 

U___ 

LOOP 
h 



I 

20 OCT 89 f REPLACE SIDEWALKS I f - " .  ~ 
$43,136.00 

25 DEC 89 REROOF MISC, UNI'I'S 1 
1 -  $249,000.00 -.- 

06 IAN 90 REP1,ACE CARPORTS / CCC, PIC, .. 

, $1,054,076.00 
19 JAN 90 REPAIR FIRE DAMAGE 25773 214 IKE J. MONTE 

PARK. i 
I 

3 1 JAN 90 RENOVATE GOQ'S 

26 FEB 90 RESOD LAWNS, ZiA PARK t 
I 
i $463,786.00 

22 MAR 90 REPLACE FENCWG K'W, GIBSOY IKE J, MONTE 
! $356,400.00 

30 MAY 90 KFPAIR EARTH hEkM 50TlI LO@ . IKX J. MONTE 
I $70,350.00 

15 JUN 90 PAINT 14 UNI% 1 9 r H  LOOP I IKf? J. MONTE 1 $29,55 1 .OO 
I5JrJ-N 90 REPLACE S T R E ~ T  LIGHTS K F K Y  

- 
IKE J, MONTE 

$38 1,447,OO - 
IS JUI, !I0 REPLACE STREET LIGHTS j IKE J. MONTE 
-_____lll_p._I_P 3395,645,QO 
02 EIO\! 90 TRIM ?'RE-:ES I BACA TREES 

$99,948,00 - . . ." - 
02 Fha 91 

I 
ilMPROVE 1 I5 LINITS PHASE S j SCORC INC. 

54,050,993.00 



I.. -I  COIF COURSE CL~HOUSE 
1/01 /78 

1/01 /78 
1/01 /80 
1/01 181 
7/01 181 

- 
I__ 

-- 

397,977.00 

67,909.00 
34,743.00 
182,152.00 
742,623.00 

BICENTENNIAL P A ~ K  
BALL FIELD I- 

SWjMMiNG POOLIB~TH HOUSE 
_ . " _  . 

Op-- I .  
BOWLING LANESA 
CUILD DEV CENTER BLDG 

2/28 186 - 726,704.00 

8/0 1 I83 
8/31 /83 

1,478,027.00 
2,164,142.00 

RACQUUI.3 ALL COI/IIITS 7/20 186 340,095.00 
7/29 186 

P 

186,120.00 - 
563,644.00 

- 26,25 1.00 

-._I__- 324,695,OO 
9/18 189 35,000.00 

10/01 /85 735,000.00 
h4HMV 93-5005 COWSTRUCT 4 BAY PAR WASH 12/01 /95 
MIIMV 94-5000 
iMHMV 93-5010 
h41-IMV 93-5010 
ii K~v9 J-3 1 0 

--1---- --.-.-+ 12/01 j96 3,500,00.00 

HEALTH tk WEI-LNE/SS CENTEK 
CARPET, COQ - 
PLAYGROUND- CDQ --- -.-- - - - ---- ----- - 

' ' & i t i j ' ~ & ~ o ~ k f ~ ~ ~  c ~;.N'I'E R 

12/01 195 
2/01 /95 
5/01 /95 .- . - , .. _ , 

378,000.00 
300,000.00 
57,600.00 

- ----- 325,000,OO 



Citizens Petition Protesting Kirtland Air Force Base Realignment 5 3  
We the undersigned citizens of New Mexico rvholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air 
Force made a serious error in irs recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding 
realignment actions at Kinland Air Force Base. We believe the Air Force analysis failed to 
consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. It is our position that: 

Kirtland AFB has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The 
integrated weapons research conducred at the base significantly contributed to our strong 
deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth 
during Desert S tom.  

. . The csnso!idation of o ~ s r  100 diverse cjigaiizztions ac a single basc is a rnodei far 
consolidation. coordination and cost savings for rhe Department of Defense. 

The research faciiiries which have been built on the Kinland military reservation over the 
past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the National Interest. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the DOD or to 
other governmental agencies. They will not create the saving indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore; let it be resolved that the Base Reaiignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) reverse 
the Air Force recornmendation and retain Kirtland AFB as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States and even consider the addition of 
similar missions to take full advantage of the facilities. the terrain and the climate. both natural 
and community support available in Albuquerque. 



Citizens Petition Protesting Kirtland Air Force Base Realignment 

We the undersigned citizens ofNew Mexico wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air 
Force made a serious error in its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding 
realignment actions at Kirtland .4ir Force Base. We believe the 4 i r  Force analysis failed to 
consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. It is o w  position that: 

Kirtland AFB has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The 
integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong 
deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth 
during Desert S t o m .  

TL, L U L I X J I I L A L ~ L I G ~ ~  , , , - , I :  . I , + :  ui' over 108 diverse organizat~ons at a slngle base is a model for 
consolidation. coordination and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the 
past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the National Interest. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the DOD or to 
other governmental agencies. They will not create the saving indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore; let it be resolved that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) reverse 
the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland AFB as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States and even consider the addition of 
similar missions to take full advantage of the facilities. the terrain and the climate, both natural 
and community support available in Albuquerque. 
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Citizens Petition Protesting Kirtland Air Force Base Realignment 

We the undersigned citizens of New ,Mexico wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air 
Force made a serious error in its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding 
realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. We believe the Air Force analysis failed to 
consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. It is our position that: 

Kirtland AFB has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The 
integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong 
deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth 
during Desert Storm. 

The ro~solidatior. cfc:.er ! 00 dii..e:se crgailizaticiils a sl~lgie base is a model for 
consolidation. coordination and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

The research faciiities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the 
past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the National Interest. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. lMillions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the DOD or to 
other governmental agencies. They will not create the saving indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore; let it be resolved that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) reverse 
the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland AFB as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States and even consider the addition of 
similar missions to take full advantage of the facilities. the terrain and the climate, both natural 
and community support available in Albuquerque. 



Ralph H. Tate, Jr. 
6401 Glen Oak, NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87111 
23 April 1995 

Allen Dixson, Chairman 
Base Closure Commission 
1700 North More Street Suite 1425 
Arlington VA. 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixson, 

We are told that the Cold War is over, while at the 
same time there are thousands of nuclear weapons scattered 
around the world. That alone is hardly a comforting 
thought. Now, we as a nation, think it is prudent to close 
the one facility that contains the resources to cope with 
future nuclear challenges; namely Kirkland AFB, New Mexico. 

It is hard to believe that the site where the first 
atomic weapon was developed and tested should now become 
history. In only fifty years, after the end of the War that 
spawned the nuclear bomb, the cycle of national wisdom has 
brought us to this potentially disastrous proposal. The 
synergistic capabilities of the nuclear team at Kirkland AFB 
is irreplaceable. What has taken a half century to build is 
about to be dismantled and, distributed among several other 
locations. I find this hard to rationalize. 

The recent horror of the bombing of the Federal 
Building in Oklahoma City should alert all of us. With the 
loss of the security protection offered by the present 
military forces surrounding the nuclear facilities at 
Kirkland AFB, our vulnerability to such insanity by 
terrorists could easily destroy our position as a nuclear 
world power. 

A s  concerned citizens about the future security of our 
way of life, we deeply request that Kirkland AFB be kept as 
a functioning facility. 

alqhl H. Tate,,, ~'r. 
, _ * 

~ u x h  E. Tate 









Thelma B. Williams 
14251 E. 52nd. Ave. 
Denver Colorado, 80239 

Sen, Alan J. Dixon 
Brac. Chairman 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Sen. Dixon 
I was at the most recent hearing held in New Mexico. I was 
indeed impressed with the hearing for Kirkland and 
especially with the comments for Fitzsimmons. I am a part 
of the group for "saving Fitzsimmons. 
My husband Samuel Williams served 25 years in the United 
States Air Forces, retiring in 1975 from Lowery Air Force 
Base. We purchased a home in the Fitzsimmons area so that 
we would be close to the wonderful medical facilities of 
Fitzsimmons Army Base. My husband was promised that he and 
his family would be privy to free medical attention for the 
remainder of his life, as well as the rest of my life( his 
spouse) I am unable to go else where if I have to pay any 
part of the medical expenses. I am now 63 years young, and 
do not have to power to drive many miles to another 
facility for privileges that I already have here at Fitz. 

Please reconsider the closing of Fitz. So many people will 
suffer if your commission make the decision to close our 
Base. So many people will suffer. Aurora will become a 
ghost town, as did happen when Lowery was closed. So many 
businesses had to close down, so many people don't have jobs 
any more, a lot of ,people are now on welfare, because they 
can't find employment. There are so few jobs available, and 
to many people trying to get them. If Fitz closes, chaotic 
repercussion will exist in Aurora and Denver. People will 
become frightened - we have no where to turn. The Military 
has been our home for many, many years. What are we to do. 

PLEASE D0N"T CLOSE FITZSIMMONS........................... 
PLEASE REMOVE FITZSIMMON FROM THE HIT LIST............... 
PLEASE BELIEVE US,,,WE NEED FITZSIMMONS.................. 
MAY GOD GUIDE YOUR DECISION...DONIT LET MONEY GUIDE YOU.. 
PLEASE RE-EVALUATE YOUR DOLLAR FIGURES ON THE CLOSING .... 
PLEASE LISTEN TO THE PEOPLE.............................. 
WE NEED YOUR HELP TO SURVIVE............................. 



April 10, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honorable Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 
As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a 
serious error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment 
actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors 
that could impact the national security of our country. It is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to  our 
strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its 
worth during Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations a t  a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over 
the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to  support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department 
of Defense or to other governmental agencies. They will not create the savings indicated by the 
Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base 
as a major Air Force installation dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and 
even consider the addition of similar missions to  take full advantage of the facilities, the 
terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and community of 
Albuquerque. 



KENNETH M. JANIS, M.D. 
DEPARTMENT OF ANESTHESIOLOGY 

UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO SCHOOL OF MEDICINE 
SURGE BUILDING 

ALBUQUERQUE, N.M. 87131-5216 
Pager: 505-843-5890 
Office: 505-272-2610 

15 April 1995 

BRAC Commission 

Perhaps it is most meaningful to write this letter about 
gevernmental spending on this most significant day of the year 
for taxpayers ! !  

I would like to make several points for your consideration in our 
effort to reverse the initial decision to realign Kirtland AFB 
here in Albuquerque. 

1. You are better able than I to review the recent independent 
report delivered by the GAO. It is apparent that the savings to 
the government from realignment have been overestimated. 

2. It is an open secret that nuclear weapons are stored on KAFB. 
Security of these weapons should not be changed from the military 
to a civilian substitute. I feel that the USAF is the best 
organization to guard these weapons. In an era where nuclear 
terrorism is the major threat, I would feel more comfortable with 
the continuation of the military security arrangement that exists 
now. Why reinvent the wheel ? Who else has the experience and 
materials necessary to protect my family and the rest of 
Albuquerque from a nuclear terrorist threat ? 

3. These same security issues are pertinent to the Phillips and 
Sandia Laboratories which will remain at KAFB. 

4. If a comparison was made to the Los Angeles AFB then I feel 
that the economic impact of job loss is far greater upon a 
community of 500,000 people than it would be for Greater LA which 
has a population of 10-20 million ! 

5. It has become apparent that a large portion of the 50,000 acres 
covered by KAFB are contaminated and impossible to convert to 
civilian use at less than great cost to the government which would 
offset the savings advertised. 

Accordingly, I urge you to reconsider - it would seem to me that 
greater benefit could be obtained from moving tenant organizations 
to KAFB rather than realigning the base. 

Thank you for liste-g. 



PO Drawer G, 
Corrales NM 
11 APR 95'. 

M r .  Allen Dixon, Chairman, 
Ease Closure Commission, 
1700 No. Moore S t r ee t  # 1425, 
Arlington VA 22209. 

Dear Nr. Dixon, 

I wr i te  t o  p ro t e s t  the  proposed closing of Kirtland A i r  Force Base. I n  
the  f i r s t  place, f o r  such a d r a s t i c  and r ad i ca l  change t o  be made on the 
bas i s  of a t o t a l l y  erroneous notion t k a t  the  air qua l i t y  of Albuquerque 
i s  i n f e r i o r  t o  t ha t  of Los Angeles when the  very opposite i s  t rue  r e a l l y  
boggles the  mind. For t h i s  reason alone the  pro?osal t o  c lose  Kirtland 
AFB should be dropped. 

However, it may be claimed tLat mill ions w i l l  be saved. Although I am far 
from being a CPA, it would not seem t o  be poss ible  t o  save money by moving 
un i t s  from superior f a c i l i t i e s ,  i n  some cases brand new ones or  re1at ;vely  
new ones, which then would be wasted, i n to  i n f e r i o r  f a c i l i t i e s ,  where more 
money would be required t o  br inz  them t o  the  high qua l i ty  of those abandoned 
a t  Kirtland. 

How much damage w i l l  be done t o  the  morale and &,mneral well-being of the 
u n i t s  moved from Albuquerque t o  some l e s s  des i rable  locat ion which lacks  the  
numerous advantages of the  Alhuquerque metropolitan area? 

Last and l e a s t ,  but  not  to  be ignored, i s  the  impact upon the  r e t i r e d  personnel, 
wl o have r e t i r e d  t o  the  area i n  order t o  have the  services of Kirtland AFB. 
Should the  considerakle reduction i n  the  value of ret irement caused by closing 
Kirtland AFB be shrugged off? The benef i t s  of retirement a r e  not l i ~ i t e d  t o  the  
do l l a r  amount of the  retirement pay, but  include t he  material  and psychological 
benef i ts  of t h e  proximity of the  base. A l l  of the  armed forces  believe t h a t  
they benef i t  by maintaln&ng and strengthening t h e  bonds which t i e  retired person- 
n e l  t o  the  ac t ive  mi l i t a ry  forces.  Closing t h i s  base w i l l  have the opposite 
e f fec t .  

From what I have read about t h i s  problem, it seems t h a t  the  decision t o  c lose  
i s  being made more upon narrow accounting analyses with l i t t l e  o r  no regard f o r  
the  impact i n  other areas,  such a s  the  s t a t e  of New Mexico, the  Albuquerque 
metropolitan area, the  l i v e s  of welfare of r e t i r e d  personnel, and the  welfare of 
the  ac t ive  duty personnel involved. This includes the  value of ret irement bene- 
f i t s  of those who a re  a t  present ac t ive  duty personnel and those who a r e  consider- 
ini-* t he  d e s i r a b i l i t y  of a mil i tary  career, 

Sincerely yoyr s, 

MAJ,  AUS Ret. 



(505) 884-2445 FAX (505) 880-1 740 a 3301 GIRARD NE ALBUQUERQUE. NM 87 107 
-. -. -. 

April, 1995 

I 

The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 

Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The 13onor:ibte James B. Davis 
Cuminissioilers 
Defense Bxse Realignment acd Clcscre Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious eliror 111 its 
recorilmendations to the Department of Defer~se regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors h a ;  cculd impact ~ ! e  national .security of our cowltry. 
Et is rriy position that: 

--- Kirdal~d Air Force Base has served h e  natigrl hince tile ear!? ; 940's in war ~IJIC: pri;;fc'~. The integrated 
weapors research conducted at the base signiticarltly contributed to our strong detenent posture 
throughout the Cold War years a d  visibly den~onstrated its worth during Ilesert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplIcatc.d arid should be retained in the 
inter~ct nf all Unit~c?! 9tates citiz~nc. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone A-ibuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best intexest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Oepartn~erlt r3f Defense or to other govem~nental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

. .. . .. l 

~hertfore,--1 suondy and respectfully request that the Base Rca!ignment &d ~ l b s u r e  commission (BRAC) 
reverse the .4ir Force recommendation and retain K~niar,d Air Force Base as a major Air Force instdiation 
dedicated to a missior~ of critical value to the United States, 2nd even consider the addition of similar missi,crns 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 
- 2 - 5 7 4  ,'J& 
Mark Warrick, 
President 
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Jones Mechanical Services, Inc. 
6001 MARBLE AVE NE 

SUITE 1 5 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 871 10 

PHONE - 266-5029 
FAX - 265-8887 

April, 1995 

?lie Honorable Al Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Hotioarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Conimissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in i t s  
reconimendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtlarld Air Force Basc. 1 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our cotuitry. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war arid peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for corisolid;ition, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtlatid military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated anti should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic inipact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the Urlited States 
of Atnerica. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force misions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly arid respectfully request that the Base Realigrimetit arid Closure Comlnission (UI?AC) 
reverse the Air Force recotnrnetidation arid retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a miijor Air Force install:~tion 
dcdica~ed to a lnissiotl of critical value to the United States, and ever1 consider the addition of siltiilar rni:r,ions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, 111 addition to  he supportitig environnlc~it and 



Jones Mechanical Services, Inc. 
6001 MARBLE AVE NE 

SUITE 15 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 871 10 

PHONE - 266-5029 
FAX - 265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force niade a serious erlor in 
its recotnmendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war arid peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a rnodel for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Departmetit of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have beer1 built on the Kirtland miiitary reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

I I --- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, thp, closure will devastate the area. 

I The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force tnissions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or t~ other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Corr~niission (UIIAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a lriajor Air Force install;~tior~ 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar alix;ions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environlnerlt arrtl 
comtnunity of elbuquerque. 

Sincerely, ) d - % &  



Jones Mechanical Services, Inc. 
6001 MARBLE AVE NE 

SUITE 15 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 871 70 

PHONE - 266-5029 
FAX - 265-8887 

The Honorable Al Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
Tlie Honorable Berljamirl F. Montoya 

, The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
' The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 

The Honorable James B. Davis 
Comniissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlingt (31 1. VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Bilse. 1 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is tny position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The cotisolidatiori of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a rnodel for corisolid;~tion, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland tnilitary reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in die 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The ecorlomic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strotigly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Co~nmission (nftAC) 
reverse the Air Force recori~rnetidation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a rnajor Air Force installation 

;'., 011s dedicated to a tnission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar mi: i 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in additiori to the supportir~g environrne!~~ ant1 



Jones Mechanical Services, Inc. 
6001 MARBLE AVE NE 

SUITE 15 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 871 10 

PHONE - 266-5029 
FAX - 265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignrnent and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our cowltry. 
I t  is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicatecl and should be retained in tile 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignrnent and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force reco~nmendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider tile addition of similar tnissions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the sr~pporting environrnerlt and 
community of Albuquerque. 
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PLUMBING & HEATING CO.,  INC .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjatnin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Comniissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error ill its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our cowltry. 
It is lily position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Comnlission (BKAC) 
reverse the Air Force recomniendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a rnission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supportirlg environtne~lt and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 3rltchcclQSu4 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC.  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLlTY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87110 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtlarid Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our cowltry. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cantlot be easily duplicated and sllould be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kittland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governn~ental ager~cies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment ant1 Closi~re Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment ant1 
comnlullity of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, f & J L , q & + ! ! 4  



April, 1995 

P L U M B I N G  8c HEATING CO., INC. 
MECHANICAL 8r UTLlTY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I 3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Hotlorable James B. Davis 
Comnlissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It  is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- Vie research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which callnot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strotlgly and respectfully request that the Base Realignmerlt and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recornmendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to tlle United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environtnenl and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



PLUMBING 8( HEATING C O . ,  I N C .  
MECHANICAL 6 UTLIN CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Alien Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kinland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the r~ational security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its word1 during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savitlgs for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated arid should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of sirriilar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environmenl and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



P L U M B I N G  & H E A T I N G  CO. ,  I N C .  
MECHANICAL & UTLlN CONTRACTORS NM LIC. $13433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realigrimerit and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error ill its 
recommendations to the Departtne~it of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact die national security of our coulltry. 
I t  is lily position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have beer1 built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The eco~lomic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to otlier governmental agencies. 
They will tiot create the savings indicated by tlie Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Comniission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. ,, 

sincerely, &JF& 
A&---rflclJ 



P L U M B I N G  & HEATING CO., INC. 
MECHANICAL & UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recornmendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actiolis at Kirtlarid Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our cowltry. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storni. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- Tile research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained it1 the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Depantnent of Defense or to other govemniental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installatiori 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar nlisions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is rny position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic in~pact that i t  will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recotnmendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
lo take full advantage of h e  facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
con~rl~unity of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 
- . _ ..* -. ------- 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
I t  is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, 1 strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force illstallation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environnle~ll and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Since rely, 
-- - 7 

(~i------ 
C<-L a- 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
I700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Deparunent of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kinland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained it1 the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a ~najor Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to 111e supporting environnlent and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtiand military reservatiorl over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignme~lt and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kinland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environmc~lt and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James 8. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 1 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic inipact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 

*~/4pp?.n/' 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: I 
As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kinland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environmellt and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Deparunent of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small popuIation, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force i~lstallation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 

n, and the climate, in addition to the supporting envirorlrrlellt and 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Al Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is tny position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kinland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has sewed the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to suppon critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar rnissions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated i ts  worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidatio~l, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtiand Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environnlent and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic inipact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recort~met~dation and retain Kiltland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
i t s  recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure  omm mission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a nlajor Air Force iristallation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kidand Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kinland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar tnissions 
to take full advantage of tlle facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. n 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recoltimendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kinland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kidand Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure  omm mission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force i~~stallation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environrrlent and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
it is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a nationai treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recornrner~dation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained it] the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force i~lstallation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environrr~e~lt and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Al Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recolnmendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of AIbu 2Yrque. A 

Sincerely, , 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizen.. . 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environn~e~lt and 
community of A l b y r q u e .  

n 

Sincerely, m- 
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April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87110 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable Al Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Cornmissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recon~merldations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Basc. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is nly position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a ~lational treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United Slates 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recotnmetldation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
conin~unity of Albuquerque. 

Since? QA 
L!L 



PLUMBING & HEATING C O . ,  INC .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Rase. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in tile 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force n~issions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Cornmission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of siniilar rnissio~ls 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 



P L U M B I N G  & HEATING C O . ,  INC. 
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Cornmissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Depart~nent of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is lny position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidatiot~ of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtlatld military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained ill the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

W e  realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other govemtnental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignmerlt and Closure Con~niission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environtnenl and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 

~h~~~~~~ b. Q ~ Q  



P L U M B I N G  & HEATING CO., I N C .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and sliould be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other govemniental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BIIAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendatiori and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environtnerlt arid 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



ocument S eparator 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC .  
April, 1995 MECHANICAL & UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable Al Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F, Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which carmot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The ecor~omic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other govemnlental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtlatld Air Force Base as a rriajor Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, arid tile climate, in addition to the supportitlg environmellt and 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., I N C .  
MECHANICAL & UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kiltland Air Force Base. 
I believe tlie Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our couritry. 
I t  is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The corisolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidafio~l, 
coordination, and cost savings for the DeparLment of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 



April, 1995 

P L U M B I N G  & HEATING CO., I N C .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Horioarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommeridations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could inipact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the riation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic inipact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other govemniental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommeridatiori and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment arid 
community of Albuquerque. 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC. 
MECHANICAL 8 UTLlN CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It  is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The collsolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Deferlse or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of siniilar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely r 



P L U M B I N G  & H E A T I N G  CO., INC. 
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. XI3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Cornelia 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James 8. Davis 
Commissioriers 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
reconimendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our coulitry. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtlarid military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a natiotlal treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. Wid1 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other govern~nental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recotnlnendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a tnission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
conitnunit y of Albuquerque. 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war arid peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained ill the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force tnissions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force itistallatioti 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Since rely, 

97% 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environrne~~t and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, A 7 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland rnilitary reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albupluerque. 

Sincerely, 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BIUC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environme~lt and 
community of Albuquerque. 

sincerely, h % & J y p  



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjarnin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignrnent actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



Aptil, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtlarid Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force i~~stallatior~ 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar niissions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environmellt and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 





April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
reconlmendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is nly position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar nlissions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, @ R. dl-@ 



April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 Notth Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governrriental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environtne~it and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, B(. U& 



Document S epal-ator 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC. 
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87110 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable Al Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G .  Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error i l l  its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is Iny position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar niissions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
cotnmunity of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



P L U M B I N G  & H E A T I N G  CO., I N C .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recon~lnendatjons to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our courltry. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) - 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar misions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC. 
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Hor~oarble Rebecca G .  Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Comrnissi oners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly erldorse the position that the Air Force rnade a serious error i t )  its 
recommeridations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our cout~try. 
I t  is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities wliich have been built on the Kirtland rnilitary reservation over the past live 
decades constitute a national treasure which callnot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic inipact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other govemrnental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a rnission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supportitlg environtnent and 
conimunity of Albuquerque. 



P L U M B I N G  & HEATING CO., I N C .  
MECHANICAL & UTLlN CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE. NEW MEXICO 87110 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment arid Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for corlsolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained ill the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force tnis5ions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar ~nissions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 



PLUMBING & HEATING C O . ,  INC .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our courltry. 
It is lily position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidatior~ of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained it1 the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realigntnent actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kinland Air Force Base as a rnajor Air Force installaliorl 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. n 

sincerely, , +  # S d d , " ;  



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC.  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our cowltry. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war arld peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and sl~oultl be retairied i l l  the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the Utlited States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force mis~ions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental age~tcies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installatiot~ 
dedicated to a rnission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerclue. 

Sincerely, 



P L U M B I N G  & HEATING CO., I N C .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLIN CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Horiorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
reconimendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic inipact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other govemniental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignmerlt and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recornmeridation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 



P L U M B I N G  & HEATING CO.,  I N C .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. XI3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could irnpact the national securi~y of our cowltry. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consoIidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in tile 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force rnissiotis. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department,of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Cornlnission (BMC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting envirori~ner~t and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, & 



Document S eparator 



P L U M B I N G  & HEATING CO., I N C .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recon~mendations to the Departtilent of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years arid visibly de~nonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland rnilitary reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which canriot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. Wid1 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force rnissiolis. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will riot create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BKAC) 
reverse the Air Force recomnlendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar rnis5ions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment a11d 
conitnunity of Albuquerque. 



P L U M B I N G  & HEATING CO., I N C .  
MECHANICAL B UTLlTY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our cowltry. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The corlsolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and sllould be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other govemmerital agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC.  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It  is niy position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which carlrlot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Departmerlt of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will riot create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a ~nissio~l of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC. 
MECHANICAL B UTLlTY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I 3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Conirnission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
i t s  reconimendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force tnissions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of tlie facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to tlie supporting environrnenl and 
community of Albuquerque. 



April, 1995 

P L U M B I N G  & HEATING CO., INC.  
MECHANICAL B UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioriers 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force rnade a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Departtrlent of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland tnilitary reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained it1 the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Departmetlt of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
cotiimunity of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, b; " ,./ 



PLUMBING & HEATING C O . ,  I N C .  
MECHANICAL 5 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our cowltry. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonsuated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidatiot~, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the Utlited States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendatiotl and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force illstallation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, &a 1 & r"c" 



Document S eparatol- 



PLUMBING & HEATING C O . ,  INC.  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 70 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error ill its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our couritry. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades co~~stitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realigriment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Departrnerit of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that h e  Base Realignlnerlt and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recotiimendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installiltion 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supportirig environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC.  
MECHANICAL B UTLlTY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87110 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the rlatior~al security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and sl~ould be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Corrlmission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environnlent and 
community of Albuquerque. 



Document Sepal-ator 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I 3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87110 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable Al Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Comtnissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Comtnissi oners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is ~ n y  position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- Tlle research facilities wliich have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it wilt have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actior~s would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recornmendatiorl and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a tnission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
comtnunity of Albuquerque. 

~incerely, / & 3 d 3 v  



PLUMBING & H E A T I N G  CO., I N C .  
MECHANICAL B. UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87110 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recomrnendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It  is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The co~~solidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a tnodel for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and sl~ould be retained il l  the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environn~en( and 
community of Albuquerque. 4 

I .' I 



PLUMBING & H E A T I N G  CO. ,  INC .  
MECHANICAL 8 UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment arid Closure Commis~i on 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Comtnissi oners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wlioielleartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error ill its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland rnilitary reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which catmot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Departmerlt of Defense or to other govemniental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BKAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



P L U M B I N G  & H E A T I N G  C O . ,  I N C .  
MECHANICAL & UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which catlriot be easily duplicated and should be retained ill t l~e 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governniental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Cornrr~ission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

erely, 

~>~&&?:h 



PLUMBING & HEATING CO., INC. 
MECHANICAL & UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

April, 1995 6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87110 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Moritoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Cornmissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
reconlnlendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could irnpact the national security of our country. 
I t  is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities wliich have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which carlnot be easily duplicated and should be retained in d ~ e  
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realigriment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignlnetlt and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recotnmerldation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force install;~tion 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of sirnilar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



P L U M B I N G  & H E A T I N G  CO.. I N C .  
MECHANICAL & UTLITY CONTRACTORS NM LIC. #I3433 

6001 MARBLE AVE NE SUITE # 16 
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871 10 PHONE: 505-265-8884 FAX: 505-265-8887 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and sllould be retained it1 the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Conlmissi on (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a rr~ission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the additiori of similar niissions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



Documellt Separator 



Mr. Alan Dixon, Chaiman 18 April 1995 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Re: 1995 Base Closure or Realignment in New Mexico. 
KIRTLAND AFB 

Dear Sir: 
I have read recently that the Air Force's estimate of the savings may be in 

error. This is apparently an assertion by the GAO, as well as the Air Force's 
own generals. Of course the "New Mexico Commision to Save Kirtland" which 
includes our own Congressional delegation also asserts that there may be only 
as little as a $20M savings over 20 years. Saving a $ lM per year seems worth 
doing! 

It seems to me that when the Air Force was charged with the task of 
selecting bases for realignment or closure, the driving force was the DoD 
budget, not the NATIONAL BUDGET. The Air Force's mission was to save 
Defense dollars so they could be better spent somewhere else. The basic 
question then is "Does the closure or realignment reduce the DoD expenditures 
without seriously jeopardizing the Air Force's capability to perform its mission? If 
the answer is in the affirmative, then the base should be closed. 

It does not matter that the DOE will have to pay for some of the services that 
the Air Force provided out of its budget. Some one has to pay, and it should be 
the agency that requires the services. It is not in the Air Force's mission to 
supply security for any or all of DOE facilities without the DOE bearing the cost. 
It is, or used to be, the business of Congress and the Executive branch of 
government to apportion the national budget between agencies, i.e. the DOE 
budget and the DoD budget, not the Air Forces. 

In these times of leaner budgets, cost cutting, and deficeit reductions it is 
paramount that the military services be able to become leaner and meaner, and 
more efficient in performing their basic mission of providing for the defense. 
This does not include the performance of housekeeping, security, civil 
engineering duties for the civilian agency called the DOE or Sandia National 
Laboratory. 

I am retired military, retired in Albuquerque for nearly 25 years. I did NOT 
retire here because of the base facilities. The availablility of such facilities has 
certainly been a benefit and a comfort. However, I was never promised that 
these facilities would remain available for ever, and there will not be an exodus 
of retirees from Albuquerque because the base is closed. Closing the base will 



cost the Albuquerque community and New Mexico a measly 5000-6000 jobs 
over a six year period. That is so slight that the downsizing will not even be 
noticed. 

It is clear that the tremendous hue and cry over this base closure is not 
concerned with national welfare, Air Force expenditures or mission 
effectiveness. It is concerned with the State of New Mexico having its ox gored. 
These Senators and Congressmen, the Mayor of Albuquerque, and the rest of 
the delegation do not speak for me and do not speak for a lot of New Mexico 
citizens, and bona fide veterans who realize that in matters military, the national 
interest must be held supreme over local economic interests. 

I do not profess to know all the answers, but I call on you to carefully 
consider that the closure may very well be in the best national interests in spite 
of the plaintive whining of local officials. It sure appears that way to me. 

, Ret.) 
12024 Baja NE 
Albuquerque, NM 871 1 1 
Phl291-9720 
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April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
.~,r!i!?gtm, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to cur strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 

b.&a Ld~t 
? ?  . 

3207 MATTHEW AVENUE NE ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87107 (505) 881-1 112 1-800-640-0724 



April, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles. Jr. 
The Honorable James 13. Davis 
ar?_mis~ior?err: 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Comrr~ission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors $at could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation sir,ce the early 1940's in war and peace. The kitegrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Stoim. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will bc significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefare, I strongly and respectfully request that the Bsse Realignment and Closare Commission @MC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendaiion 2nd retain Kirtlarid Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical va!ue to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

3207 MATTHEW AVENUE NE ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87107 (505) 881-1 112 1-800-640-0724 



DATE: 10 Apr 1995 

SUBJECT: Opinions On The Kirtland AFB, New Mexico Closure/Realignment Recommendation 

TO: Base Closure and Realignment Commission (BRAC) 

1. As a concerned citizen and member of the Kirtland AFB community, I am writing to express my opinion 
concerning the Secretary of Defense's recommendation (based on input from the U.S. Air Force) regarding 
the future of Kirtland AFB. 

2. According to the local news media, the criteria established by the BRAC was ignored, in favor of 
selectively applying two criteria: Cost Savings and Air Quality. The first is a very soft criterion, as savings, 
if any, are rarely realized as expected. In fact, it is plainly obvious the cost of losing Air Force security 
services for nuclear research performed at Kirtland will have to be borne by the Department of Energy 
(hardly a cost saving measure). Also, are cost savings really gained through realignment? The best way to 
reduce costs is to eliminate non-value added functions, not move people and equipment around the 
country. The second criterion is clearly politically driven. The Air Force nor the Department of Defense 
can control migration to Albuquerque, New Mexico. The impact on air quality is a national concern, not a 
local factor for realigning the Air Force mission. If air quality was really a concern, why did the Air Force 
not consider the improvement to air quality in Los Angeles which may result by realigning Los Angeles Air 
Force Base? 

3. I believe what Kirtland has to offer for the Air Force mission and the surrounding community far 
outweigh any conclusions arrived at by accountants in the Pentagon. Just what is the base's contribution to 
the Air Force mission? It is certainly not limited to Laboratory functions, as claimed by the Air Force. 
With over 150 tenant organizations, it is a much broader center for Research (including nuclear research), 
Engineering, Test and Evaluation, Training and infrastructure support. During conflict, as evidenced in the 
Gulf War, it serves as a major distribution center for New Mexican and surrounding reserve forces to 
deploy. Each tenant organization offers it own unique contribution to the mission: 

The center for Safety and Inspection recently moved to Kirtland from Norton AFB into a newly 
constructed (I would guess $20 million) facility. It does not make sense to merely abandon this facility, and 
once again relocate people to a base where facilities are grim (Kelly AFB, TX). This is not "Putting People 
Firstw--to quote a title from a book authored by President Clinton. 

The 58th Special Operations Wing also has moved into new facilities and has several under 
construction as part of the Air Forces "Model Installation Program". Moving the wing to Holloman AFB, 
NM makes no sense as there is again no facilities to host the organization, nor has the impact on the 
surrounding community been determined with respect to accommodating an increase of 1000+ personnel. 
Are there enough schools? shopping centers? utility services? religious facilities? et cetera. 

The center for Operational Test and Evaluation (AFOTEC) was originally located in New 
Mexico in order to be an "independent " test agency as required by Title 10 of U.S. Code and Department 
of Defense Directive 5000.1. Will it be able to continue its "independence" given the nature of the work 
performed at Eglin AFB, FL? The development testing performed there directly supports various System 
Program Offices and the Aeronautical Systems Center at Wright-Patterson AFB, OH. Also, Eglin AFB also 
does not have the vacant facilities to host all the personnel that would have to relocate there. It is ironic that 
a former Vice Chief of Staff once proclaim "the smartest thing the Air Force ever did was to locate 
AFOTEC in New Mexico". Now it seems the Air Force wants to forego its past wisdom. 

The 377th Air Base Wing, which will be deactivated under the recommendation to the BRAC, 
ensures security of the tenant organization facilities, a task that would have to be borne by the Department 
of Energy (hardly a cost savings measure). The Wing is also Kirtland's link to the surrounding community. 



Many Armed Forces retirees reside here because of the climate, recreational opportunities and cultural 
environment. Should they be abandoned? 

4. It seems to me that if the Air Force was really concerned with fulfilling the intent of the BRAC 
legislation, installations other than its "model" would have been recommended. Also, it does not appear as 
though the Air Force wisely chose the installations to move realigned functions to. For example, shouldn't 
the 58th be moved to Hurlbert AFB, FL where the Headquarters for Special Operations is located? Perhaps 
AFOTEC should move to the National Test Facility at Falcon AFB, CO--a virtually empty installation that 
offers better air travel access (than does Eglin AFB) to operational test locations in California and Florida. 
It also does not appear the Air Force considered technological opportunities such as creating virtual offices, 
and exploiting telecommunications in order to save costs. 

5. I sincerely appreciate this opportunity to express my opinions/concerns to you. I intend to follow the 
BRAC proceedings and wish you well in the tasks that lie ahead. 

Sincerely, 

&-s ?j-..* 
David Young 



Senator Pete V. Domenici 
625 Silver Avenue, SW 
Albuquerque, NM 

April 14, 1995 

Dear Senator, 

On behalf of myself, my family and numerous coworkers, I would like to thank you for your efforts to save 
Kirtland Air Force Base. As a taxpayer, a federal employee, and a native New Mexican, I am gravely 
concerned about the negative effect the base closing would have on the Albuquerquer community and our 
natisd i ~ d i i r e s ~  as well. 1 ail col!ezting signaiurcs for the Ciuzens Petition Protesting Kirtlanci AFT 
Realignment and also plan to attend the public demonstration at Civic Plaza next week. Again, thanks 
for your hard work and that of your statr! 

u 1 
Linda C. Huter 

cc: KAFB Task Force 
BRAC Commission 



April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a 
serious error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment 
actions at Kifiiand Air Force Base. i believe rhe Air Force analysis failed to corlsider factors 
that could impact the national security of our country. It is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed t o  our 
strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its 
worth during Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations a t  a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over 
the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities t o  support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department 
of Zefense or t o  other govemmeztal agencies. They will not create the swings indicated by the 
Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base 
as a major Air Force installation dedicated t o  a mission of critical value t o  the United States, and 
even consider the addition of similar missions t o  take full advantage of the facilities, the 
terrain, and the climate, in addition t o  the supporting environment and community of 
Albuquerque. 

Sin erely, 

'!J/lihnr. M. #[Bhid,ll~pth, 



D. R. Pompe0 Company Mechanical Cont rac tor  

P.O. Box 1332, Los Alamos, NM 87544 (505) 662-9858 FAX (505) 662-9859 

April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Al Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honorable Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 
As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious 
error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland 
Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed to  consider factors that could impact the 
national security of our country. It is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to  our strong 
deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during 
Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations a t  a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past 
five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should 
be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United 
States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to  support critical Air Force 
missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to  other 
governmental agencies. They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
(BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force 
installation dedicated to  a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition 
of similar missions to  take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition t o  
the supporting environment and community of Albuquerque. 



D. R. Pompeo Company Mechanical Contractor 
Lie. m25938 

P.O. Box 1332, Los Alamos, NM 87544 (505) 662-9858 FAX (505) 662-9859 1 

April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North ~oo re -s t .  Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a 
serious error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment 
actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed t o  consider factors 
that could impact the national security of our country. It is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed t o  our 
strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its 
worth during Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over 
the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities t o  support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department 
of Defense or t o  other governmental agencies. They will not create the savings indicated by the 
Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base 
as a major Air Force installation dedicated t o  a mission of critical value t o  the United States, and 
even consider the addition of similar missions t o  take full advantage of the facilities, the 
terrain, and the climate, in addition t o  the supporting environment and community of 
Albuquerque. 
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3633 Erbbe St., NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87 1 1 1 
April 15, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

Four years ago, during an earlier round of base closings and realignments, we, the people of Albuquerque 
and New Mexico were told that Kirtland Air Force Base was slated to become the Air Force's premier 
research and development (R&D) facility. A strong base of existing tecl~nological excellence anchored by 
Philips Laboratory and Sandia National Laboratories, enhanced by the presence of the Department of 
Energy's Albuquerque Operations Office and the proximity of Los Alamos National Laboratory, and 
surrounded by a multitude of engineering, scientific and technical support contractors confirmed the 
wisdom and assured the continuing success of the plan to transfer several high technology Air Force 
missile and space R&D organizations to KAFB. According to the contemporary wisdom, Kirtland had 
everything - talent, facilities, infrastructure, location, and space to grow. Building accelerated to 
accommodate organizations being transferred in from Norton AFB, Los Angeles AFB, and others 
unremembered, which could not support major integrated R&D efforts the way Kirtland would be able to 
once the R&D programs were consolidated here. 

Four years later, with scarcely three weeks notice and, apparently, no consultation with the other military 
services or DOE, the whole grand strategy has been declared to have been a fraud, unilaterally, by the Air 
Force. One hundred fifty million dollars worth of improvements to the physical plant and the 
infrastructure will be sacrificed. The centrally-located pool of talent, with its inherent synergism because 
of the close proximity and mutual support of many federal and civilian R&D organizations, will be 
fractured and relocated piecemeal nationwide. No longer, apparently, does the Air Force look favorably 
upon continuing the development of a unique R&D capability in a location capable of accommodating the 
expansion. The Air Force, instead, has proceeded in a very duplicitous and surreptitious way suddenly to 
opt for closure of this base, which was touted only four years ago as the linchpin for support and future 
expansion of Air Force and DOE weapons and energy research. 

The value and uniqueness of Kirtland AFB is not attributable to the presence of a bomb wing, or a fighter 
wing, or a cluster of missile silos buried below ground. Kinland's value and uniqueness come from its 
capability to provide the whole range of military logistics support necessary to maintain the nation's 
nuclear weapons stockpile, including an integral airfield that can handle heavy transport aircraft, and 
having its own handling facilities, specialized ground transportation equipment, trained personnel, and a 
superb security police squadron. This capability, enhanced by the close proximity of the entire weapons 
technical design and maintenance complex, makes Kirtland much more important to the nation's overall 
military posture than it would be if it were a purely tactical or strategic base. In addition, for a long time 
Kirtland has provided the centralized support structure for interservice and intraservice nuclear weapons 
education and training. It nlnkes no sense to consider any other base but Kirtland as being able to provide 
the logistical and technical support of the high tech staging and preparation of weapons enroute to 
Amarillo for disassembly. 

Other valuable services that KWH renders, riot only to the Air Force, but to the other military services 
and other departments of the government include those listed below. 

o Provides the home base and supporting infrastructure for the Air Force's 58th Special Operations 
Wing 



Supports training of helicopter crews, not only in search and rescue techniques, but in 
specialized missions involving nuclear weapons security 

Provides a base and major support to the New Mexico Wing of the Air National Guard 
Provides Support to the Air Force Operational Test and Evaluation Center 
Houses, supports, and provides security to the Abuquerque Operations Office of the DOE 
Provides support and security to Sandia National Laboratories, New Mexico 
Houses the Joint Nuclear Accident Coordination Center, the DOE Emergency Operations 

Center, and the DOE Nuclear Emergency Search Teams 
Provides coordination between the military and the DOE Transportation Safeguards Division, 

providing on-the-road response to security emergencies involving vehicles carrying nuclear 
material as well as a military safe haven for those vehicles if it is required 

Provides a base for Ross Aviation in support of the DOE'S nationwide mission 
Supports the Field Command, Defense Nuclear Agency, which is responsible for the readiness, 

inventory, and maintenence of the nation's active nuclear weapon stockpile 
Houses and supports the Intraservice Nuclear Weapons School 
Supports the Air Force's Security Police Agency and provides rl~e resources and land to facilitate 

a very realistic training and competition regimen for that agency 
Provides basing, support and infrastructure to both the Inspection Agency and the Safety Agency 

of the Air Force 
Is the Home Base for the Air Force Noncommissioned Officers Academy 
During the summer fire season, provides the Bureau of Land Management with its northern New 

Mexico Air Tanker Base 

In addition to matters directly related to the Air Force, other military services, and other departments of 
the government, there is the major consideration that should be given to an extremely supportive local 
community. Strong community support, which now helps to showcase the Air Force in a most favorable 
way, will be sacrificed to achieve a fiscal benefit that is becoming more doubtful day by day as more 
information becomes available. The suong bond betweeen Kirtland AFB, the city of Albuquerque, and, 
indeed, the entire state of New Mexico has been nurtured and strengthened over the years by events, 
commemorations,and cooperative activities such as: 

o hosting the brilliant July 4th celebrations that draw capacity crowds; 
o holding Armed Forces Day open houses that fill the base; 
o providing annual support to the New Mexico Special Olympics; 
o furnishing expert advice and knowledgable judges for numerous science fairs that encourage our 

young scholars to excel; 
o supporting special events such as those promoting black history and hispanic heritage; 
o furnishing all the highly trained firefighting and crash crews for tl~e Albuquerque International 

Sunport; and 
o providing the Albuquerque Police Department and the Bernalillo County Sheriffs Department 

with supplememtal training opportunities and locations. 

Much has been said about the loss of jobs, and other economic impacts. The military personnel will, of 
course, not lose their jobs, but will be relocated. What will be lost is their economic contribution to their 
respective communities, city, county, and state. Their spouses and other family members, however, will 
lose their jobs and accrued benefits because they will be forced to move. These are the circumstances that 
will actually cost jobs in the community, reducing its financial assets. Media reports of the relative job 
loss among Albuquerque and New Mexico, Los Angeles and California, and San Antonio and Texas 
have said that the loss of 6800 jobs in Albuquerque are not as bad as the loss of 8000 jobs in Texas, or 
26500 (over the past closures) in California. But, these raw numbers do not indicate the comparative 
impacts, which are much more revealing when they are expressed in jobs lost per capita. New Mexico 
will lose one job for each 224 citizens. This compares with Texas' loss of one job for each 2132 citizens, 
and California's loss (over several-cycles of base realignments) of one job for each 1126 citizens. The 
impact in just as dramatic when you look at the figures for the affected counties or metro areas. With 



respect to jobs lost per capita, Bernalillo County, NM loses jobs at the rate of 1:7 1; Bexar /county, TX, 
1: 148; and Los Angeles County, CA, 1:334. For the metro areas, Albuquerque, NM loses jobs at thr rate 
of 157; San Antonio, TX, 1: 117; and Los Angeles, CA, 1: 132. Clearly, the loss of jobs has a much inore 
adverse affect on New Mexico and its nluriicipalities than will be felt in the other locations reported and 
compared. 

Merchants whose livlihoods depend significantly on the customer base provided by Kirtland will be 
required to replace that customer base from within the remaining population of the city. The uniqueness 
of a military customer base might be hard to find elsewhere in our community. The Albuquerque Public 
School System will have to find a way to replace the federal funds paid in lieu of taxes for the students 
living on the base who attend Albuquerque public scl~ools. The city will no longer enjoy the frequent real 
estate turnover that a nearby base generates, a circumstance that is sure to flatten the real estate market. 

Finally, the Air Force apparently intends literally to "blow off' the retired community, which exists 
because of tl~e very facilities now being marked for closure. The base exchange, commissary, hospitiil, 
filling stations, hobby an(l do-it-yourself repair shops, clubs, golf course, stabie, aero club, theater, 
chapels, sports facilities, gyms, bowling alleys, etc., are all part of the contract with retirees, which the Air 
Force now seeks so cavalierly to break. Many of these people cannot move to a location where the 
facilities and privileges inherent in the contract can be accessed and exercised. The Air Force cannot 
evade this breach of the contract by telling the retiree he just has to go to a place where he can still 
exercise these privileges. Kirtland Air Force Base fulfills the promise that "the military looks after its 
own" for the retired military population of the entire northern half of the state of New Mexico. To tell 
that population that "all it has to do is drive to Holloman" lends new meaning to the term insensitivity! 

I know that this letter is long, but a shorter letter that tells only part of the story would not serve any useful 
purpose. Thanks for giving this matter the attention i t  demands. 

Sincerely, 

7 

Arthur B. Trammel1 



April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Al Cornelia 
The Honorable Wendi L Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honorable Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Cornmissicners: 
As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a 
serious error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment 
actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed t o  consider factors 
that could impact the national security of our country. I t  is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed t o  our 
strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its 
worth during Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over 
the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignmerit actions pl-rsposed fur Kirtlartd Air Force Eiase are nor in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities t o  support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department 
of Defense or t o  other governmental agencies. They will not create the savings indicated by the 
Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base 
as a major Air Force installation dedicated to  a mission of critical value t o  the United States, and 
even consider the addition of similar missions t o  take full advantage of the facilities, the 
terrain, and the climate, in addition to  the supporting environment and community of 
Albuquerque. 





April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a 
serious error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment 
acticcs at  Kfrtfand Air Force Base. i beiieve the Air Force analysis failed t o  consider factors 
that could impact the national security of our country. It is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed t o  our 
strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its 
worth during Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research facilities which have been builr on the Kirtiand military reservation over 
the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities t o  support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department 
of Zefcnss or to  other governrnentg! agencies. They will not create the savinas indicated by the 
Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base 
as a major Air Force installation dedicated t o  a mission of critical value t o  the United States, and 
even consider the addition of similar missions t o  take full advantage of the facilities, the 
terrain, and the climate, in addition t o  the supporting environment and community of 
Albuquerque. 
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April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Al Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honorable Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissisners: 
As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a 
serious error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment 
actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed t o  consider factors 
that could impact the national security of our country. I t  is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed t o  our 
strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its 
worth during Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over 
the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities t o  support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department 
of Defense or t o  other governmental agencies. They will not create the savings indicated by the 
Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base 
as a major Air Force installation dedicated to  a mission of critical value to  the United States, and 
even consider the addition of similar missions t o  take full advantage of the facilities, the 
terrain, and the climate, in addition t o  the supporting environment and community of 
Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, C . 
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April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a 
serious error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment 
actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed t o  consider factors 
that could impact the national security of our country. It is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted a t  the base significantly contributed t o  our 
strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its 
worth during Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research faciiities which have been built on the Kir-tland military reservation over 
the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easiiy duplicated and 
should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities t o  support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department 
of Defense or t o  other governmental agencies. They will not create the savings indicated by the 
Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base 
as a major Air Force installation dedicated t o  a mission of critical value t o  the United States, and 
even consider the addition of similar missions t o  take full advantage of the facilities, the 
terrain, and the climate, in addition to  the supporting environment and community of 
Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, && 



April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Al Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honorable Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 
As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a 
serious error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment 
actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed t o  consider factors 
that could impact the national security of our country. It is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed t o  our 
strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its 
worth during Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over 
the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities t o  support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department 
of Defense or t o  other governmental agencies. They will not create the savings indicated by the 
Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base 
as a major Air Force installation dedicated t o  a mission of critical value t o  the United States, and 
even consider the addition of similar missions to  take full advantage of the facilities, the 
terrain, and the climate, in addition t o  the supporting environment and community of 
Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, s2 



April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Al Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honorable Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Gear Commissioners: 
As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a 
serious error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment 
actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed t o  consider factors 
that could impact the national security of our country. I t  is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed t o  our 
strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its 
worth during Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over 
the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities t o  support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department 
of Defense or t o  other governmental agencies. They will not create the savings indicated by the 
Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base 
as a major Air Force installation dedicated t o  a mission of critical value t o  the United States, and 
even consider the addition of similar missions t o  take full advantage of the facilities, the 
terrain, and the climate, in addition t o  the supporting environment and community of 
Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 



April 10, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a 
serious error in its recommendations t o  the Department of Defense regarding realignment 
actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed t o  consider factors 
that could impact the national security of our country. It is my position that: 

- - Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. 
The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed t o  our 
strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its 
worth during Desert Storm. 

- - The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for 
consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- - The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over 
the past five decades constitute a nationat treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and 
should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

- - The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be 
significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the 
United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities t o  support 
critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department 
of Defense or t o  other governmental agencies. They will not create the savings indicated by the 
Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base 
as a major Air Force installation dedicated to  a mission of critical value t o  the United States, and 
even consider the addition of similar missions to  take full advantage of the facilities, the 
terrain, and the climate, in addition to  the supporting environment and community of 
Albuquerque. 

Sincereiy, bC& 



2923 RUFINA STREET SANTA FE. NEW MEXICO 87501 
(505) 471-4555 FAX (505) 438-7240 

April 11, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force 
made a serious error in its recommendations of the Defense regarding realignment 
actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air force analysis failed to 
consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war 
and peace. The intergrated weapons research conducted at the base signific- 
antly contributed to our strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War 
years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The Consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a 
model for consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department 
of Defense. 

--- The resea.rch facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military 
reservati.on over the past five decades constitute a national treasure which 
cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the interest of all 
United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, 
will be significant. With such a small population, the closure will de- 
vastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best 
interest of the United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent 
for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions 
would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other govermental 
agencies. They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therfore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air 
Force Base as a major Air Force installation dedicated to a mission of critical 
value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions to 
take full advant,age of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition 
to the supporting environment and community of Albuquerque. 

Frank J . Mares, President 





Donner Plumbing & Heating, Inc. 
3400 VASSAR NE ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87107 PHONE 884-1017 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Di:;on 
Chairman 
Defense Base Reallgnmei,t a ~ d  Cic:.:t~re (loininision 
1700 North Moore St. Suii.: 1325 
Arlington, VA 22209 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wh~~!ehear*edly endorse the position that the Air Force nude a serious error in 
its recommendations to the Deparf!~ient of Defense rrgarding realig~irnent actions at K~rtla~icl Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis fa~fcti to consider factors that could i~npact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the natlon since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conclucterl at the base significantly contributed to our strong tleterrent posture 
throughout the C ~ l d  War years ant1 visibly detnonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of ovet 100 d~verse organizatiolis at a single base is a 111odel for consolid:~iion, 
coordination, and cost saving,; for tht: Depart~rient of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtlanr! military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure wl~icli ca1111ot be easily duplicated and sho\lltl be retained in the 
interest of all United States zi:izens 

--- The economic impact that i t  will have on Neiv Mexico, !et alolle Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a srr.a!l population, the c!osure %ill devasizte the area. 

The realignment actions proposed rrir  Kittiand Air Force B3se are not in tile best interest of the United S!ates 
of America. Millions of do!lars ?!?*.~e heell spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force ~n i s ions .  
Realignment actions wori?d .;hifi cl:ct\ ~ ! r ; ~ w ! i ~ r z  ia th,? Departrlr~lt of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the swings i:id:,:r;ie:! by die Air Fcrce. 

Therefore, I strongly a!id rex2rc!f~:l;y r?.llr+st t l l ; ~ t  t!ie Bxse Iiralign~nent and Closure Cornrnission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force reconime:~ci:~t;c-ri %??.:I ret'ti:: !;irtlanrl Air Foice Base as a major Air Force iiistalla~~on 
cledicatecl to a mission o? criticai i.ali;:: :;: :hc t initt:d Si:~tes, and even consider the adclitiori of similar rnir~sions 
to take full advantage of tt:: facilitic:;, !!lz terrain: :l~lii thi' c!ilnxt~, in addition to the supporting el-lviro~ime~it and 
community of Aibuqr~erqne. - . 

Sincerely, 

-- 



2923 RUFINA STREET SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501 
(505) 471-4555 FAX (505) 438-7240 

April 11, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honorable Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, I wholeheartly endorse that the Air Force made a serious 
error in its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment act- 
ions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider 
factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war 
and peace. The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly 
contributed to our strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and 
visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model 
for consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reser- 
vation over the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot 
be easily duplicated and should be retained in the interest of all United 
States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, 
will be significant. With such a small population, the closure will devaste 
the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best 
interest of the United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for 
new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would 
shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therfore, I strongly and recpectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force 
Base as a major Air Force installation dedicated to a mission of critical value to 
the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions to take full 
advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supp- 
orting environment and community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 

Frank J. Mares, President 



April, 1995 
C O R P O R A T I O N  c\ , 

The Honorable A1 Comella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honoarble Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in its 
recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our countty. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which carmot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 

MANUFACTURERS OF TANKS AND PRESSURE VESSELS m SPECIAL STEEL FABRICATION c FUELING AND LUBRICATION EQUIPMENT 
ASPHALT HEATERS, PLANT EQUIPMENT AND PARTS 

2212 First Street NW Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 Post Office Box 25723 Albuquerque, New Mexico 87125 
(505) 243-3766 m (800) 776-3766 , Telefax (505) 243-7660 



C O R P O R A T I O N  

April, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force made a serious error in 
its recornmendations to the Department of Defense regarding realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I believe the Air Force analysis failed to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. The integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years and visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model for consolidation, 
coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

--- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily duplicated and should be retained in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic impact that it will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, will be significant. With 
such a small population, the closure will devastate the area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dol!ars have been sper.t for new facilities to support crjtical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. 
They will not create the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) 
reverse the Air Force recommepdatiorl and retain Kirtland Air Force Base as a major Air Force installation 
dedicated to a mission of critical value to the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions 
to take full advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting environment and 
community of Albuquerque. 

MANUFACTURERS OF TANKS AND PRESSURE VESSELS - SPECIAL STEEL FABRICATION FUELING AND LUBRICATION EQUIPMENT 
ASPHALT HEATERS, PLANT EQUIPMENTAND PARTS 

2212 First Street NW Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 Post Off~ce Box 25723 Albuquerque, New Mex~co 87125 
(505) 243-3766 t (800) 776-3766 t Telefax (505) 243-1660 



Donner Plumbing & Heating, Inc. 
3400 VASSAR NE ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87107 PHONE 884-1017 

April, 1995 

The Honorable Al C0rnzl:i-i 
The Honorable Wendi L .  Steel2 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Mun:oy; 
The Honoarble Rebecca (i ( lox  
The Honorable Josue Robles. Sr. 
The Honorable James E. D,:vis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignl:~ctit o l d  C l ~ s u r e  Corn~iiis~,i:~i 
1700 North Moore St. Silitt: 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Comtnisqi oners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, wholefiearte<lly endorse the position tl~at the Air Force made a serious error i l l  its 
recommendations to the Deparim~etr.~ of Defense regarding realignmerit actions at Kirtlarid Air Force Base. I 
believe the Air Force analysis faiizd to consider frictors that could irnpact the national security of our country. 
It is my position that: 

--- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and peace. Tlie integrated 
weapons research conducted at the base significantly contributed to our strong deterrent posture 
throughout the Cold War years 2nd visibly tlernonslrateti its worth during Desert Storm. 

--- The consolidation of 'over 100 tliversrx cirganizatio~is 'it a 5ingle base is a rnoclel for consolidatiori, 
coordination, and cost savings f2r the Departnient of Defense 

--- The research facilities which have bee:l built on [lie Kirti;irld military reservation over the past five 
decades constitute a naticmal treasure whicli callnot be easily cluplicated and should be retairied in the 
interest of all United States citizens. 

--- The economic inipact that i t  will have on Ne;v blexlco, let alone Albuquerque, wili be significant. With 
such a small popl~lation~ i h ~  closure will dev:::;ta::: tile area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest of the United States 
of America. Millions of dollars have been sperlt for new f;lcilities to support critical Air Force missions. 
Realignment actions would shift coals elsewllere in thr Dt.p;inr~i:rit of L)~,ft.~isr or to otlier govern~nental agcricirs. 
They will not create the savir~gs indicated by t!iu Air 170ritx. 

Therefore. I strongly dl?:! rtsspecli'tll!y !.s,;:lest i!t,!t !11r 13,isc. Ft;aiislli~lt.!~t anti Cllos~lre Colnmission (BIIAC) 
reverse the Air Force xecc~nlanenrl:i:i,::, ati~i let:!i!: I..i;.tln~ld Ali- Forct' B:i:;e ;I:; a niajor Air Force instnllatior~ 
tledicated to a rnissiori of cri!ic;;! ;:il:i:: I:) I!;'. Il'~iiti.(l Stat(.;. a:l!i ;%\.t.rl c(?~~.c:i;li~r !lie ;lciclitio~i of siliiil;~r ~iiissior:~ 
to take fiill aclvant;~ge of tiic f;~ciliiit->., !!i; !::i.(;~ili,  ;lrld f l i t  cli :~~;itr ,  i l l  ;~(lditiori to the slllll>tlrtir~g ~ ~ ~ ~ v i ~ - t ) r i ~ i l ~ ~ l t  ; I IKI  
cornriiri~iity of Albuquercli~e. 

Sirice rely, m~~165----- 



April 5, 1995 

BRAC Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

BRAC Commissioners, 

As a taxpayer and resident of New Mexico, I am asking that you make every 
effort to get the decision to realign Kirtland Air Force Base, reversed or 
rescinded. As an employee at Kirtland I understand the decisions to downsize 
and reduce costs, but from a taxpayer's view point, this decision makes 
absolutely "No Sense." It will cost the remaining agencies more than is currently 
being budgeted. Is the purpose of the BRAC Commission to find ways to add to 
the ever increasing deficit or use "smoke and mirrors" to try and show an 
imaginary savings. If this plan is implemented, the only real savings will come 
from the closing of Military Family Housing units which total around 2000. The 
remaining parts of the base will remain as active entities to the Department of 
Energy (DOE), Phillips Lab (PL), and the New Mexico Air National Guard 
(NMANG). It will be next to impossible to slice a section out of the middle for 
local development as some may think. I believe if all the truths were known, it is 
going to cost more for DOE, NMANG, PL, and any other remaining agencies to 
sustain their current operations, and who pays for this expenditure, the American 
Taxpayer ! 

To the best of my knowledge of the process, many things do not get considered 
in the BRAC Evaluation Model, such as what it costs other agencies to operate 
or relocate. /DOE/SNL in particular as well as the other 150 tenant units that 
aren't listed anvwhere.) It did not look at recent or current investment costs of 
new facilities or reduced utility cost. In the past two years, Kirtland has risen 
from the ashes and close to or over $100 million dollars has been expended on 
new facilities and infrastructure. Kirtland just recently received a $2.4 million 
dollar per year rate reduction from PNM that is sizable when compared to other 
bases that were looked at in this process. 

The BRAC Model did not take into account that it will cost the Department of 
Energy (DOE) in excess of $1 0 million dollars per year to fund the support 
necessary to operate once the Department of Defense implements the BRAC 
Realignment actions. It will be up to DOE to contract or hire additional personnel 
to operate the Fire Stations on the main base as well as those in the far south 
end of the base. DOE has many test and training areas spread all over the base. 
This additional funding burden to DOE might also make them look at the aspect 
of pulling out of Albuquerque in total. If this happens, who would pay for all the 
necessary Environmental Clean-ups that would be mandated by closure? 



What will it cost to support the Kirtland Underground Munitions & Storage 
Complex (KUMSC) operation? When the security forces go will KUMSC become 
a tourist spot for curious onlookers ? How much will it cost to contract out Fire 
and Security? Will it stay an Air Force asset? How much will the AF be charged 
to land C-141's and support the cargo pad at the east end of the runway? 
Construction and testing of KUMSC was just completed in 1990 at a cost of just 
under $50 million, just a drop in the bucket to taxpayers. 

The fact that the Commission spares Phillips Lab (PL) at this time is ludicrous! It 
will cost more to maintain it as an entity on Kirtland West (where the majority of 
the operation is located) as well as all the satellite locations than it currently 
costs. PL is spread all over the base presently. It ranges from the High Energy 
Research & Test Facility (HERTF) & Starfire sites at the far southeast corner, to 
the Airborne Laser and other test areas south of the runway, as well as the main 
campus on Kirtland's western boundaries. The next phase of reductions will be 
to relocate PL entirely to Wright Patterson as a cost saving's initiative to the AF, 
again not looking at the impact on Albuquerque or other agencies that remain. 

Another concern is the cost that will be incurred to maintain the operating 
support necessary to keep the New Mexico Air National Guard (NMANG) in an 
operational status. The NMANG will either have to contract out Fire Protection 
from the City of Albuquerque or get additional authorizations to man its own Fire 
Department. They will also need to make accommodations to feed the troops as 
well as other military training requirements such as weapons qualification and 
deployment capabilities. The NMANG will also need to add authorizations to 
maintain and operate the barrier arresting systems necessary for their 
operational capability. The barriers are in place but presently maintained by the 
377th Civil Engineer Squadron. It is possible that the NMANG could plus up 30 
to 50 positions. The Guard is a state organization, but Federally funded, again 
more dollars for the taxpayer. 

Planning is not a strong suit of the commission. Just two years ago, it expended 
$20 430 million to relocate the Air Force Inspection Agency and the Safety 
Agency to Kirtland as part of a realignment of another facility. A brand new 
facility was constructed near the Eubank Gate as well as a new training site out 
near the Tijeras Arroyo Golf Course. To move this agency again in such a short 
time is ridiculous from a taxpayers' viewpoint and is not a wise business practice 
in the practical sense. 

I also question the figures that the Commission used to calculate the return on 
investment. It is hard to believe that ALL the realignment can be completed in 
three years with a meager annual recurring savings after implementation of $62 
million. In its calculation the Commission looks out 20 years for a total savings of 
$464.5 million dollars. On paper this number looks great, but is this really a valid 
number? Have all the estimated costs really been rolled into this number? This 



is the same Commission that estimated it would cost $500 million dollars to 
relocate Los Angeles (a facility smaller than part of Kirtland West) to New 
Mexico. It appears that politics plays a greater roll in calculation of the overall 
costs than hard facts. 

I would recommend that you and your staff take a hard look at what is going on 
with this recommendation. I hope that the realignment could be restructured so 
as not to almost totally destroy Kirtland Air Force Base and the local 
Albuquerque community. Another alternative could be to relocate the 58th and 
any other flying missions from Kirtland to other locations. Kirtland is well suited 
for most all other Organizations. Recommend that DOE fund a larger portion of 
the Base Operating Support to lessen the impact on Department of Defense 
budgets. Close all the housing north of Gibson and annex that area to the city or 
county. In the future if any new units move to Kirtland, they would pay up front 
for the additional requirements necessary to bed them down and also for the first 
three years to provide maintenance to them. Most AF units come to Kirtland with 
their own operating budget, but only a small portion goes for maintenance or 
infrastructure. The loss of DOD as well as DOE could be catastrophic to the 
Albuquerque economy. It is time to start runninrr Kirtland and other 
government aaencies like a business and stop making blind decisions that 
will affect all the taxpavers in this country for vears! 

/ James S. Fejer 
' 13216 Bellamah NE 

Albuquerque, NM 871 12 

bcc: 
President Clinton 
Senator Domenici 
Senator Bingaman 
Congressman Schiff 
Governor Johnson 
Mayor C havez 



WILLIAM J. M c C O R M l C K  
2905 SAN PABLO.  N.E. 

-> 

ALBUQUERQUE. NEW MEXICO 8 7 1 1 0  

April 5, 1995 

Base Closure Commission 
Chairman, Allan Dixon 
1700 No. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I offer to the commision items for consideration prior to the 
making of a final decision regarding Kirtland AFB and its 
possible closure. I submit the following: 

1.Kirtland is unique in that it is one of the few large military 
reservations that does exist in close proximity to a large city 
with all of the attendant facilities i.e. transportation, 
services and housing. The weather is such that it is unusual 
to experience any delays on outdoor work. 

2.0f serious consideration should be the fact that Kirtland 
is not in an area of great seismic activity. Such cannot be 
said for Los Angeles AFB which most likely will experience a 
catastrophic earthquake in the foreseeable future. 

3.Air quality in the Kirtland area is not a major problem 
despite misinformation, misinterpretation or possibly lack 
of knowledge of the situation. More often than not the 
visibility exceeds 50 miles which is a good indicator of the 
air quality and one that is rarely reached by other locations. 
The present air quality controls implemented by local government 
have done much to prevent any deviation from EPA requirements 
and show promise of maintaining desirable conditions without 
any great imposition on the public, even with an increase in 
population. 

4.Kirtland is so deeply entwined with other scientific and 
experimental operations, albeit not all of them Air Force 
projects in the truest sense of the word, that any downgrading 
or closure of Kirtland would likely result in downgrading or 
deletion of these operations. The result would not only be 
the creation of turmoil in these projects of national interest 
and importance, but the creation of needless economic distress 
in the city of Albuquerque and the state of New Mexico 

5.Transfer of the 58th Special Operations Wing from Kirtland 
appears to be illogical if the justification used is to find 
suitable terrain and areas for training. Mountainous terrain 
exists immediately across the fence from Kirtland and training 
operations are now conducted there and in mountainous areas 
to the north. Admittedly Elephant Butte lake is somewhat farther 
from Kirtland than is Holloman AFB, but the route to the lake 



is not an area of high density air traffic and provides easy 
access and open areas for training enroute. Additionally there 
now exists an advanced flight simulator on Kirtland AFB for 
use of the 58th SOW which is probably the only one of its kind 
in existence. To duplicate this facility at another location 
would result in a major expense. 

6. Last, but of serious consideration when thinking of the 
future, Kirtland AFB is only one of two Air Force bases in the 
southwest region that is more than 200 miles from our national 
border or seacoast. This may not seem to be a serious factor 
now, but when viewing developments in Latin America and the 
continuing influx of illegal immigrants from not only Latin 
America, but the Orient, it could well be of importance in the 
future, especially if civil unrest or a mass emmigration occurs 
to the south. 

Sincerely yours, 

William J.' McCormick 
Lt. Colonel USAF (Retired) 





April 4, 1995 

Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Ste 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Chairman Dixon, 

I am writing this letter as a concerned citizen of the 
United States, the state of New Mexico, and the city of 
Albuquerque. I am an employee of the Air Force and work at 
the Nuclear Weapons Integration Division (NWI) at Kirtland 
Air Force Base. NWI is a division of the Nuclear Weapons 
Directorate at Kelly Air Force Base, Texas. Two things seem 
obvious to me as a result of the Air Force's announcement of 
base closures and realignment, and in particular as they 
apply to Kirtland Air Force Base. 

First, it seems that the Air Force Materiel Command (AFMC) 
offered Kirtland AFB as a "sacrificial lambt1 in order to 
save an Air Logistics Center (ALC). I remember the last 
BRAC stating the Air Force had to much production capability 
at the ALC1s and the impression was that one or two ALC's 
would probably close. Instead AFMC found a way to prevent 
closing an ALC by proposing a major realignment of Kirtland 
and closing Brooks Air Force Base. Although the proposal 
does decrease the production capabilities of all the ALC1s, 
its obvious the Air Force wants to keep all the ALC1s open. 
I can't see how we can justify keeping all the ALC1s open 
when the number of aircraft has been cut over half of what 
they were just a few years ago. 

Secondly, someone wants to put the Center of Excellence for 
Nuclear Weapons at Kelly AFB. This doesn't seem to be a 
very well thought out idea. The center for nuclear weapons 
is in New Mexico, and especially at Kirtland AFB. This base 
has a long history of nuclear weapons work from the days of 
the Special Weapons Center and the Air Force Weapons 
Laboratory(AFWL). Located on Kirtland AFB are the Air Force 
Safety Center (AFSA), Kirtland Underground Munitions Storage 
Complex (KUMSC), Field Command Defense Nuclear Agency 
(FCDNA), the Department of Energy, and Sandia National 
Laboratory. Los Alamos National Laboratory is located a 
short distance away. The Air Force focal point for nuclear 
weapons is NWI. A small portion of the Air Force nuclear 
world is located at Kelly AFB. The Air Force has known for 
sometime that the disestablishment of the old AFWL started 
the downslide of the nuclear weapon business. Some 
essential functions just disappeared. And now, the proposal 
to relocate FCDNA, AFSA, and NWI seems to be an attempt to 
put the nuclear world back together. 

I am a native Texan, born and raised in south Texas, and a 
land owner close to San Antonio. As much as I would like to 



move back to Texas, I'm here to tell you that the Air Force 
wants to do the wrong thing. Yes, put the nuclear world 
back together but do it in the right place. It doesn't make 
sense to move the biggest portion of the nuclear community 
to the smallest portion, and locate it away from where we do 
the majority of our business. I am also concerned with 
nuclear safety and security issues which will arise if the 
Air Force pulls out of Kirtland. The public perception is 
that the Air Force is being totally irresponsible in walking 
away from the commitment of nuclear security and safety. We 
shouldn't forget that these weapons are still the greatest 
weapons of mass destruction, and rightly so, they should be 
afforded the greatest security and safety. Obviously, the 
Air Force hasn't thought of how to best perform the nuclear 
mission. Let us perform the best job that we can, in the 
best manner that we can. 

I do believe that a logical realignment of Kirtland may be a 
good thing. Some functions that are presently performed 
here may be better performed elsewhere. On the other hand 
functions like nuclear, space, and advanced weapons, may be 
better performed at Kirtland. BRAC was organized by 
Congress to take the politics out of base realignments and 
closures. Somehow we need to take the politics out of the 
military closure and realignment selection process. 

The last thought brings some questions to mind. First, is 
closing Los Angeles Air Force Base too much of a "political 
hot potato" to handle? Second, all of the Air Force's 
major command headquarters are located at operational bases, 
except for AFMC. Why not relocate AFMC headquarters to an 
operational ALC? Maybe there's a better way of doing 
acquisition business in the Air Force. Decentralize the 
acquisition functions at Wright Patterson Air Force Base and 
let the ALC1s design, acquire, and sustain the systems. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

844 Eastridge NE 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87123 



HENDERSON CONSTRUCTlON \, 

10100 TRUMBULL SE 87123 P.O. BOX 531 76 ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 871533% f ,' 
505*292*8955 FAX*505*294*2162 

April 3, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honorable Rebecca G .  Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Commissioners 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioners: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, I wholeheartedly endorse the posltion that the Air Force 
made a serious error in its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding 
realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed 
to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. It is my 
position that: 

- Kirtland Air Force Base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and 
peace. The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly 
contributed to our strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and 
visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model 
for consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation 
over the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily 
duplicated and should be retained in the interest of all United States citizens. 

The economic impact that it  will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, 
will be significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the 
area. 

SPECIALIZING IN: ARCHITECTURAL STRUCTURAL PLUMBING PROCESS PIPING HVAC 



The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Honorable Wendi L. Steele 
The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Honorable Rebecca G. Cox 
The Honorable Josue Robles, Jr. 
The Honorable James B. Davis 
Com missioners 
April 3, 1995 
Page 2 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest 
of the Unite2 Sktes of Amcriza. :Vliillisns of d ~ t ! z ; s  have bee:! spect far nc* r"zciiities 
to support critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere 
in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. They will not create 
the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air 
Force Base as a major Air Force installation dedicated to a mission of critical value to 
the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions to take full 
advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting 
environment and community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, 
/7 

Mark G. Henderson 
President 

HENDERSON 



HENDERSON CONSTRUCTION \ 

10100 TRUMBULLSE 87123 P.O. BOX 53176 ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87153-3176 
505*292*8955 FAX*505*294*2162 

April 3, 1995 

The Honorable Allen Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlingiun, VA 22205 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

As a citizen of New Mexico, I wholeheartedly endorse the position that the Air Force 
made a serious error in its recommendations to the Department of Defense regarding 
realignment actions at Kirtland Air Force Base. I believe the Air Force analysis failed 
to consider factors that could impact the national security of our country. It is my 
position that: 

- Kirtland Air Force base has served the nation since the early 1940's in war and 
peace. The integrated weapons research conducted at the base significantly 
contributed to our strong deterrent posture throughout the Cold War years and 
visibly demonstrated its worth during Desert Storm. 

- The consolidation of over 100 diverse organizations at a single base is a model 
for consolidation, coordination, and cost savings for the Department of Defense. 

- The research facilities which have been built on the Kirtland military reservation 
over the past five decades constitute a national treasure which cannot be easily 
3;;j;:ica:cd ai;d should be re~ined in ;lie inttrcs: of i;?! TJrritei: Stztcz B~iiizc??~. 

- The economic impact that it  will have on New Mexico, let alone Albuquerque, 
will be significant. With such a small population, the closure will devastate the 
area. 

The realignment actions proposed for Kirtland Air Force Base are not in the best interest 
of the United States of America. Millions of dollars have been spent for new facilities 
to support critical Air Force missions. Realignment actions would shift costs elsewhere 
in the Department of Defense or to other governmental agencies. They will not create 
the savings indicated by the Air Force. 

SPECIALIZING IN: ARCHITECTURAL STRUCTURAL PLUMBING PROCESS PIPING HVAC 



The Honorable Allen Dixon 
April 3 ,  1995 
Page 2 

Therefore, I strongly and respectfully request that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission (BRAC) reverse the Air Force recommendation and retain Kirtland Air 
Force Base as a major Air Force installation dedicated to a mission of critical value to 
the United States, and even consider the addition of similar missions to take full 
advantage of the facilities, the terrain, and the climate, in addition to the supporting 
environment and community of Albuquerque. 

Sincerely, n 

Mark G .  Henderson 
President 

HENDERSON 
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MANA: A NATIONAL L A m A  ORGANEATION 

March 13, 1995 

Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission 

1700 N. Moore S t ree t  
Su i te  1425 
Ar l i ng ton ,  VA 22209 

To Whom I t  May Concern: 

MANA, A Lat i na Organizat ion i s  w r i t i n g  t o  you concerning the recent announcement 
of K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base being targeted f o r  proposed closure. We are  
requesting t h a t  you reconsider your determinat ion f o r  the fo l l ow ing  reasons: 

1. As you should know by now K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base t o t a l  c i - v i l i a n  
workforce i s  2,571. The EEO P ro tec t i ve  group cons is ts  o f  1,717 which cons is ts  
o f  Women, Hispanics,  Afro-Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2. I n  years past i t  has been t o l d  by several Generals t o  Community 
Representat ives t h a t  i f  they cont inue t o  f i 1 e EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
t ha t  has caused a h igh Congressional involvement i n  A f f a i r s  a t  KAFB they cou ld  
e a s i l y  se t  themselves up f o r  c losure o f  the base. Since KAFB has c lose t o  500 
EEO, Labor grievances and ove ra l l  Agency complaints f i l e d  i n  1993 and 1994 i n  
which the A i r  Force has been unable t o  resolve and bas i ca l l y  given up i n  t r y i n g  
t o  resolve them. 

We fee l  t ha t  t h i s  could be the bas is  f o r  the proposed c losure and we a lso  would 
request t ha t  the  demographics o f  the Pro tec t i ve  Populat ion a t  KAFB and the impact 
i t  would have on EEO s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  the o v e r a l l  A i r  Force be 'considered. 

We a re  request ing t ha t  the issues l i s t e d  above be re-evaluated and t ha t  
reconsiderat ion be given on the proposed c losure  o f  KAFB. 

We look forward t o  hearing from you soon and if you are  i n  need o f  add i t i ona l  
in format ion,  please f ee l  f r e e  t o  contact  me a t  (505) 842-8531. 

S incere ly ,  

".& 
J net G.  Serino 
MANA Nat ional  Board 

cc:  Honorable J e f f  B i  ngaman . - 

Found4 By Mexican American Women In 1971 . 

1305 Forrester N. W . ,  A7buquerque, New Mexico 87102 



March 13, 1995 MANA: A NATIONAL LATZNA ORGABEATION 

Honorable W i l l i a m  J .  Perry 
Secretary 
U.S. Department o f  Defense 
O f f i ce  o f  the Secretary 
3E880 Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1155 

Dear Secretary Perry: 

MANA, A La t i na  Nat ional  Organization i s  w r i  t i n 9  t o  you concerning the recent 
announcement of K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base being targeted f o r  closure. We are 
requesting t ha t  you reconsider your determinat ion f o r  the fo l low ing  reasons: 

1. K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base t o t a l  c i v i l i a n  workforce i s  2,571. The EEO 
Protect ive  group cons is ts  o f  1,717 which cons is ts  of Women, Hispanics, Afro- 
Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2. I n  years past i t  has been t o l d  by several Generals t o  Community 
Representatives t h a t  i f  they continue t o  f i l e  EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
tha t  has caused a h igh  Congressional involvement i n  A f f a i r s  a t  KAFB they could 
eas i l y  set  themselves up f o r  c losure o f  the Base. Since KAFB has close t o  500 
EEO, Labor grievances and ove ra l l  Agency complaints f i l e d  i n  1993 and 1994 i n  
which the A i r  Force has been unable t o  resolve and bas i ca l l y  given up i n  t r y i n g  
t o  resolve them. 

We fee l  tha t  t h i s  could be the basis f o r  the  proposed c losure and we a lso would 
request tha t  the demographics o f  the Pro tec t i ve  Populat ion a t  KAFB and the impact 
i t  would have on EEO s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  the overall A i r  Force be considered. 

We are requesting t ha t  the issues l i s t e d  above be re-evaluated and tha t  
reconsiderat ion be given on the proposed c losure o f  KAFB. 

We look forward t o  hearing from you soon and i f  you are i n  need o f  add i t i ona l  
information, please f ee l  f r ee  t o  contact me a t  (505) 842-8531. 

~ u L 2 4 z z o  
anet G. Serino 

MANA Nat ional  Board 

cc: Honorable J e f f  Bingaman 

founded By Mexican American Women 1fl 1971 

1305 Forrester N. W . ,  Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 



MANA: A NATIONAL LATINA ORGANIZATION 
March 13, 1995 

Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission 

1700 N. Moore S t ree t  
Su i te  1425 
A r l  ington,  VA 22209 

To Whom I t  May Concern: 

MANA, A La t ina  Organizat ion i s  w r i t i n g  t o  you concerning the recent announcement 
of K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base being targeted f o r  proposed closure. We are 
requesting t h a t  you reconsider your determinat ion f o r  the fo l l ow ing  reasons: 

1 .  As you should know by now K i  r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base t o t a l  c i - v i  1 i an  
workforce i s  2,571. The EEO Pro tec t i ve  group cons is ts  of 1,717 which cons is ts  
o f  Women, Hispanics, Afro-Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2.  I n  years past i t  has been t o l d  by several Generals t o  Community 
Representatives t ha t  i f  they continue t o  f i l e  EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
t ha t  has caused a h igh Congressional involvement i n  A f f a i r s  a t  KAFB they could 
e a s i l y  set  themselves up f o r  c losure o f  the base. Since KAFB has c lose t o  500 
EEO, Labor grievances and ove ra l l  Agency compl a i  n t s  f i 1 ed i n  1993 and 1994 i n  
which the A i r  Force has been unable t o  reso lve and bas i ca l l y  given up i n  t r y i n g  
t o  resolve them. 

We fee l  t ha t  t h i s  could be the basis f o r  the proposed c losure and we a lso would 
request tha t  the demographics o f  the Pro tec t i ve  Populat ion a t  KAFB and the impact 
i t  would have on EEO s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  the o v e r a l l  A i r  Force be considered. 

We are  request ing t ha t  the issues l i s t e d  above be re-evaluated and t ha t  
reconsiderat ion be given on the proposed c losure  o f  KAFB. 

We look forward t o  hearing from you soon and i f  you are  i n  need o f  add i t i ona l  
informat ion,  please f ee l  f r ee  t o  contact me a t  (505) 842-8531. 

MANA Nat iona l  Board 

cc: Honorable J e f f  Bingaman . - 

Faundrd B y  Mexican American Women In 1971 . 

1305 Forrester N. W . ,  A 7buguerque, .New Mexico 87102 
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A Na lona Latina Organization 

March 13, 1995 MANA: A NATXONAL LATINA ORGANJZATION 

Honorable William J. Perry 
Secretary 
U.S. Department of Defense 
Office of the Secretary 
3E880 Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1155 

Dear Secretary Perry: 

MANA, A Latina National Organization is writing to you concerning the recent 
announcement of Kirtland Air Force Base being targeted for closure. We are 
requesting that you reconsider your determination for the following reasons: 

I .  Kirtland Air Force Base total civilian workforce is 2.571. The EEO 
Protective group consists of 1.717 which consists of Women, Hispanics, Afro- 
Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2. In years past it has been told by several Generals to Community 
Representatives that if they continue to file EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
that has caused a high Congressional involvement in Affairs at KAFB they could 
easily set themselves up for closure of the Base. Since KAFB has close to 500 
EEO, Labor grievances and overall Agency complaints filed in 1993 and 1994 in 
which the Ai r Force has been unable to resolve and basical I y given up in trying 
to resolve them. 

We feel that this could be the basis for the proposed closure and we also would 
request that the demographics of the Protective Population at KAFB and the impact 
it would have on EEO statistics for the overall Air Force be considered. 

We are requesting that the issues listed above be re-evaluated and that 
reconsideration be given on the proposed closure of KAFB. 

We look forward to hearing from you soon and if you are in need of additional 
information, please feel free to contact me at (505) 842-8531. 

Sincerely , 

MANA National Board 

cc: Honorable Jeff Bingaman 

f f ~ ~ n d d  B y  Mexicart American Women Ir, 1974 . '  

1305 Forrester N. W. ,  Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 



MANA: A NATIONAL, L A m A  ORGANIZATION 
March 13, 1995 

Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission 

1700 N. Moore S t ree t  
Su i te  1425 
Ar l i ng ton ,  VA 22209 

To Whom I t  May Concern: 

MANA, A Lat i na Organizat ion i s  w r i  t i n g  t o  you concerning the recent announcement 
o f  K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base being targeted f o r  proposed closure. We a re  
requesting t ha t  you reconsider your determinat ion f o r  the fo l l ow ing  reasons: 

1. As you should know by now K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base t o t a l  c i v i l i a n  
workforce i s  2,571. The EEO Pro tec t i ve  group cons is ts  o f  1,717 which cons is ts  
of Women, Hispanics, Afro-Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2. I n  years past i t  has been t o l d  by several Generals t o  Community 
Representatives t ha t  i f  they cont inue t o  f i l e  EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
t ha t  has caused a h igh Congressional involvement i n  A f f a i r s  a t  KAFB they could 
e a s i l y  se t  themselves up f o r  c losure of  the base. Since KAFB has c lose t o  500 
EEO, Labor grievances and ove ra l l  Agency complaints f i l e d  i n  1993 and 1994 i n  
which the A i r  Force has been unable t o  resolve and bas i ca l l y  given up i n  t r y i n g  
t o  resolve them. 

We f ee l  t ha t  t h i s  could be the bas is  f o r  the proposed c losure and we a lso would 
request t ha t  the demographics of the Pro tec t i ve  Populat ion a t  KAFB and the impact 
i t  would have on EEO s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  the ove ra l l  A i r  Force be considered. 

We are requesting t ha t  the issues l i s t e d  above be re-evaluated and t ha t  
reconsiderat ion be given on the proposed c losure o f  KAFB. 

We look forward t o  hearing from you soon and i f  you are  i n  need o f  add i t i ona l  
in format ion,  please f ee l  f r e e  t o  contact me a t  (505) 842-8531. 

Si  ncerel  y , 

J net G. Serino 
MANA Nat ional  Board 

cc: Honorable J e f f  Bingaman . - 

foundrd B y  Mexican American Womrn In 1971 . 

1305 Forrester N. W . ,  Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 



March 13, 1995 MANA: A NATIONAL L A m A  ORGANIZATION 

Honorable W i l l i a m  J. Perry 
Secretary 
U.S. Department of  Defense 
Of f ice o f  the Secretary 
3E880 Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1155 

Dear Secretary Perry: 

MANA, A Lat ina National Organization i s  w r i t i n g  t o  you concerning the recent 
announcement o f  K i r t land A i r  Force Base being targeted f o r  closure. We are 
requesting that  you reconsider your determination f o r  the fol lowing reasons: 

1. K i r t l and  A i r  Force Base t o t a l  c i v i l i a n  workforce i s  2,571. The EEO 
Protective group consists o f  1.717 which consists o f  Women, Hispanics, Afro- 
Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2. I n  years past i t  has been t o l d  by several Generals t o  Community 
Representatives that  i f  they continue t o  f i l e  EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
that has caused a high Congressional involvement i n  A f fa i rs  at  KAFB they could 
easi ly  set themselves up f o r  closure o f  the Base. Since KAFB has close t o  500 
EEO, Labor grievances and overa l l  Agency complaints f i l e d  i n  1993 and 1994 i n  
which the A i r  Force has been unable t o  resolve and basica l ly  given up i n  t r y ing  
t o  resolve them. 

We feel  that t h i s  could be the basis f o r  the proposed closure and we also would 
request that the demographics o f  the Protect ive Population at  KAFB and the impact 
i t  would have on EEO s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  the overa l l  A i r  Force be considered. 

We are requesting that the issues l i s t e d  above be re-evaluated and that 
reconsideration be given on the proposed closure o f  KAFB. 

We look forward t o  hearing from you soon and if you are i n  need of addit ional  
information, please feel  f ree t o  contact me a t  (505) 842-8531. 

Sincerely, 

FAANA National Board 

cc: Honorable Je f f  Bingaman 

Founded By Mexicart American Wvmtn In 7 974 

1305 Forrester N. W . ,  Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 



MANA: A NATIONAL LATINA ORGAHEATION 
March 13, 1995 

Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission 

1700 N. Moore S t ree t  
Su i te  1425 
A r l i ng ton ,  VA 22209 

To Whom I t  May Concern: 

MANA, A La t ina  Organizat ion i s  w r i t i n g  t o  you concerning the recent announcement 
of  K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base being targeted f o r  proposed c losure.  We are  
requesting t h a t  you reconsider your determinat ion f o r  the fo l l ow ing  reasons: 

1. As you should know by now K i  r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base t o t a l  c i v i  1 i an  
workforce i s  2,571. The EEO P ro tec t i ve  group cons is ts  o f  1.717 which cons is ts  
o f  Women, Hispanics,  Afro-Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2. I n  years past i t  has been t o l d  by several Generals t o  Community 
Representatives t h a t  i f  they cont inue t o  f i 1 e EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
t ha t  has caused a h igh Congressional involvement i n  A f f a i r s  a t  KAFB they could 
e a s i l y  se t  themselves up f o r  c losure of  the base. Since KAFB has c lose t o  500 
EEO, Labor grievances and ove ra l l  Agency complaints f i l e d  i n  1993 and 1994 i n  
which the A i r  Force has been unable t o  resolve and bas i ca l l y  given up i n  t r y i n g  
t o  resolve them. 

We fee l  t ha t  t h i s  could be the bas is  f o r  the proposed c losure and we a lso would 
request tha t  the demographics o f  the P ro tec t i ve  Populat ion a t  KAFB and the impact 
i t  would have on EEO s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  the o v e r a l l  A i r  Force be considered. 

We are requesting t ha t  the issues l i s t e d  above be re-evaluated and t ha t  
reconsiderat ion be given on the proposed c losure  o f  KAFB. 

We look forward t o  hearing f rom you soon and i f  you are i n  need o f  add i t i ona l  
in format ion,  please f ee l  f r e e  t o  contact  me a t  (505) 842-8531. 

Sincere1 y,  

J net  G. Serino 
MANA Nat ional  Board 

cc: Honorable J e f f  Bingaman . - 

h u n d t d  By Mexican American Wumrn Ill 1971 , 

1305 Forrester N. W . ,  Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 



March 13, 1995 MANA: A NATIONAL t A m A  ORGANEATION 

Honorable Wil l iam J. Perry 
Secretary 
U.S. Department of  Defense 
Of f ice of  the Secretary 
3E880 Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1155 

Dear Secretary Perry: 

MANA, A Lat ina National Organization i s  w r i t i n g  t o  you concerning the recent 
announcement of  K i r t l and  A i r  Force Base being targeted f o r  closure. We are 
requesting that  you reconsider your determination f o r  the fol lowing reasons: 

1. K i r t l and  A i r  Force Base t o t a l  c i v i l i a n  workforce i s  2,571. The EEO 
Protective group consists o f  1.717 which consists of Women, Hispanics, Afro- 
Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2. I n  years past i t  has been t o l d  by several Generals t o  Community 
Representatives that  if they continue t o  f i l e  EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
that has caused a high Congressional involvement i n  A f f a i r s  at  KAFB they could 
easi ly  set themselves up fo r  closure of the Base. Since KAFB has close t o  500 
EEO, Labor grievances and overa l l  Agency complaints f i l e d  i n  1993 and 1994 i n  
which the A i r  Force has been unable t o  resolve and basica l ly  given up i n  t r y ing  
t o  resolve them. 

We feel  that t h i s  could be the basis fo r  the proposed closure and we also would 
request that the demographics o f  the Protect ive Population a t  KAFB and the impact 
i t  would have on EEO s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  the  overall A i r  Force be considered. 

We are requesting that the issues l i s t e d  above be re-evaluated and that 
reconsideration be given on the proposed closure o f  KAFB. 

We look forward t o  hearing from you soon and i f  you are i n  need of addit ional  
information, please feel f ree t o  contact me a t  (505) 842-8531. 

MANA National Board 

cc: Honorable Je f f  Bingaman 

h m - f c d  B y  Mexican American Women In 1971 

1355 Forrester N. W . ,  A7buguerque, New Mexico 87102 



W A :  A NATIONAL U T I N A  ORGANIZATION 

March 13, 1995 

Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission 

1700 N. Moore S t ree t  
Su i te  1425 
Ar l i ng ton ,  VA 22209 

To Whom I t  May Concern: 

MANA, A La t i na  Organizat ion i s  w r i t i n g  t o  you concerning the recent announcement 
o f  K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base being targeted f o r  proposed c losure.  We a re  
requesting t h a t  you reconsider your determinat ion f o r  the fo l l ow ing  reasons: 

1. As you should know by now K i  r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base t o t a l  c i v i l  i an  
workforce i s  2,571. The EEO P ro tec t i ve  group cons is ts  of  1,717 which cons is ts  
o f  Women, Hispanics,  Afro-Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2.  I n  years past i t  has been t o l d  by several Generals t o  Community 
Representatives t h a t  i f  they cont inue t o  f i 1 e EEO compl a i  n t s  and Labor grievances 
t ha t  has caused a h igh Congressional involvement i n  A f f a i r s  a t  KAFB they could 
e a s i l y  set  themselves up f o r  c losure o f  the base. Since KAFB has c lose t o  500 
EEO, Labor grievances and o v e r a l l  Agency complaints f i l e d  i n  1993 and 1994 i n  
which the A i r  Force has been unable t o  resolve and b a s i c a l l y  given up i n  t r y i n g  
t o  resolve them. 

We feel  t ha t  t h i s  could be the bas is  f o r  the proposed c losure and we a lso would 
request t ha t  the demographics o f  the Pro tec t i ve  Populat ion a t  KAFB and the impact 
i t  would have on EEO s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  the ove ra l l  A i r  Force be considered. 

We are requesting t ha t  the issues l i s t e d  above be re-evaluated and that  
reconsiderat ion be given on the proposed c losure  o f  KAFB. 

We look forward t o  hearing f rom you soon and i f  you are  i n  need o f  add i t i ona l  
in format ion,  please f ee l  f r e e  t o  contact  me a t  (505) 842-8531. 

MANA Nat ional  Board 

cc: Honorable J e f f  Bingaman . - 

hunded By Mexican American Women In 19.74 . 

1305 Forrester N .  W , ,  Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 



March 13, MANA: A NATIONAL LATINA ORGANIZATION 

Honorable William J. Perry 
Secretary 
U.S.  Department of Defense 
Office of the Secretary 
3E880 Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1155 

Dear Secretary Perry: 

MANA, A Latina National Organization is writing to you concerning the recent 
announcement of Ki rtland Air Force Base being targeted for closure. We are 
requesting that you reconsider your determination for the following reasons: 

1. Kirtland Air Force Base total civilian workforce is 2.571. The EEO 
Protective group consists of 1.717 which consists of Women, Hispanics, Afro- 
Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2. In years past it has been told by several Generals to Community 
Representatives that if they continue to file EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
that has caused a high Congressional involvement in Affairs at KAFB they could 
easily set themselves up for closure of the Base. Since KAFB has close to 500 
EEO, Labor grievances and overall Agency complaints filed in 1993 and 1994 in 
which the Air Force has been unable to resolve and basically given up in trying 
to resolve them. 

We feel that this could be the basis for the proposed closure and we also would 
request that the demographics of the Protective Population at KAFB and the impact 
it would have on EEO statistics for the overall Air Force be considered. 

We are requesting that the issues listed above be re-evaluated and that 
reconsideration be given on the proposed closure of KAFB. 

We look forward to hearing from you soon and if you are in need of additional 
information, please feel free to contact me at (505) 842-8531. 

Sincerely, 

WLANA National Board 

cc: Honorabl e Jeff Bingaman 

fmmhii B y  Mexican American Womm In 1971 . 

1305 Forrester N .  W . ,  Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 



MANA: A NA?ION& UTLNA ORGANlZATION 

March 13, 1995 

Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission 

1700 N. Moore S t ree t  
Su i te  1425 
Ar l i ng ton ,  VA 22209 

To Whom I t  May Concern: 

MANA, A La t ina  Organizat ion i s  w r i t i n g  t o  you concerning the recent announcement 
of K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base being targeted f o r  proposed c losure.  We are  
requesting t h a t  you reconsider your determinat ion f o r  the fo l l ow ing  reasons: 

1. As you should know by now K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force Base t o t a l  c i v i l i a n  
workforce i s  2,571. The EEO P ro tec t i ve  group cons is ts  o f  1,717 which cons is ts  
o f  Women, Hispanics,  Afro-Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2. I n  years past i t  has been t o l d  by several Generals t o  Community 
Representatives t h a t  i f they cont inue t o  f i 1 e EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
t ha t  has caused a h igh  Congressional involvement i n  A f f a i r s  a t  KAFB they could 
e a s i l y  se t  themselves up f o r  c losure of  the base. Since KAFB has c lose t o  500 
EEO, Labor grievances and o v e r a l l  Agency complaints f i l e d  i n  1993 and 1994 i n  
which the A i r  Force has been unable t o  resolve and bas i ca l l y  given up i n  t r y i n g  
t o  resolve them. 

We fee l  tha t  t h i s  cou ld  be the bas is  f o r  the proposed c losure and we a1 so would 
request tha t  the  demographics of  the P ro tec t i ve  Populat ion a t  KAFB and the impact 
i t  would have on EEO s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  the o v e r a l l  A i r  Force be considered. 

We are  request ing t ha t  the issues l i s t e d  above be re-evaluated and t ha t  
reconsiderat ion be given on the proposed c losure  o f  KAFB. 

We look forward t o  hearing from you soon and i f  you are i n  need o f  add i t i ona l  
informat ion,  please fee l  f r e e  t o  contact  me a t  (505) 842-8531. 

S incere ly ,  

MANA Nat iona l  Board 

cc :  Honorable Je f f  Bingaman . . 

Foundrd B y  Mexican American Womrn In 1971 . 

1305 Forrester N. W . ,  A7buquerque, New Mexico 87102 



March 13, 1995 MANA: A NATIONAL U T I N A  ORGANIZATION 

Honorable Wil l iam J. Perry 
Secretary 
U.S. Department o f  Defense 
Of f ice of  the Secretary 
3E880 Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1 155. 

Dear Secretary Perry: 

MANA, A Lat ina National Organization i s  w r i t i n g  t o  you concerning the recent 
announcement of K i r t l and  A i r  Force Base being targeted for  closure. We are 
requesting that  you reconsider your determination f o r  the fol lowing reasons: 

1. K i r t l and  A i r  Force Base t o t a l  c i v i l i a n  workforce i s  2.571. The EEO 
Protective group consists of 1.717 which consists of Women, Hispanics, Afro- 
Americans and Asian-Americans. 

2. I n  years past i t  has been t o l d  by several Generals t o  Community 
Representatives that  i f  they continue t o  f i l e  EEO complaints and Labor grievances 
that has caused a high Congressional involvement i n  A f fa i r s  a t  KAFB they could 
easi ly  set themselves up f o r  closure o f  the Base. Since KAFB has close t o  500 
EEO, Labor grievances and overa l l  Agency complaints f i led i n  1993 and 1994 i n  
which the A i  r Force has been unable t o  resolve and basica l l  y given up i n  t r y i n g  
t o  resolve them. 

We feel  that t h i s  could be the basis f o r  the proposed closure and we also would 
request that the demographics o f  the Protect ive Population a t  KAFB and the impact 
i t  would have on EEO s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  the overa l l  A i r  Force be considered. 

We are requesting that  the issues l i s t e d  above be re-evaluated and that  
reconsideration be given on the proposed closure o f  KAFB. 

We look forward t o  hearing from you soon and i f  you are i n  need of addit ional  
information, please fee l  f ree  t o  contact me a t  (505) 842-8531. 

Sincerely , 

MANA National Board 

cc: Honorable Je f f  Bingaman 

Founded By Mexican American Wornen in 1971 

1305 Forrester N. I. , A lbuquerque, New Mexico 87702 



\ A  \o.-' MICHAEL H o r n  
P. 0. Box 167 
Eagle Nest 
New Mexico 877 18 
U.S.A., EE. UU. 

2 April, 1995 

Hon. Alan Dixon 
Defense Base Closures and Realignment 
Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon 6 Commissioners: 

CLOSE: KIRTLAND 
CANNON 
I I O L L O W  

A F B s ,  N e w  M e x i c o  

I recently wrote to you in support 
of immediate closure of Kirtland AFB, NM 
and asked that you enquire about the 
hundreds of millions of dollars which 
have been spent on the Kirtland AFB, 
IHT Inhalation Toxicology Laboratory 
where they have brutally tortured 
thousands of animals , including 
hundreds of beagle dogs to death. 

This last week, Dr. Jane 
Goodall, a British national, and world 
famous primates behaviour researcher, 
was denied permission to inspect conditions 
and experiments at the Holloman AFB, NM 
primates experiments laboratory, which 
conducts similar lethal experiments on 
chimpanzees, forced inhalation tests, 
etc. Kirtland's specialty is forced 
inhalation tests on beagle dogs. 
Holloman's is lethal experiments on 
chimpanzees. According to the CBS-TV 
interview with Dr. Goodall this last 
week in Las Cruces, NM, the Holloman 
AFB primates laboratory has the largest 
chimpanzee population outside of Africa. 

It is an outrageous waste of hundreds 
of millions of dollars of taxpayer monies 
to torture beagle dogs and chimpanzees to 
death at Kirtland and Holloman AFBs. 

Enclosed is a recent newspaper biographical 
article about Dr. Goodall. 

Yours sincerely, , 

Encl. 1OOQRecycledPaper Michael Horan 



. - 
CFS B-M 

Jane Goodall 

World-famous primatologist to 
give lecture at Corbett Center 

The effects of deforestation and loss of 
habitat on wild chimpanzees will be among 
the subjects discussed by primatologist Jane 
Goodall when she gives a free public lecture 
at  New Mexico State University-Thursday, 
March30, at  7:30 p.m. in the Corbett Center 
Ballrooms. 

In the summer of 1960, Goodall arrived 
in East &ca a t  the request of paleontolo- 
gist Louis Laakey. Leakey's research on 
chimpanzees was a search for insight into 
how our Stone Age ancestors may have 
lived. Despite her lack of formal training, 
Goodall had a fresh perspective that in- 
trigued the paleontologist. Her desire to 
understand the lives ofthe animals resulted 

makeup. Goodall observed them to be simi- 
lar in behavior aa well, for they hunt, use 
tools, express feelings by kissing and hug- 
ging and communicate with complex vocal- 
izations. Her documentation of this behav- 
ior has been the subject of several television 
features produced by the National Geo- 
graphic Society. - .  

Goodall earned a Ph.D. in ethology from 
Cambridge University in 1965. In 1977 she 
established the Jane Goodall Institute for 
Wildlife Research, Education and Conser- 
vation, which is dedicated to the research- 
ing and publicizing the status and special 
needs of chimpanzees. 

- - - ~  

in 35 years of study. Goodall's presentation is co-sponsored 
Now an endangered species, chimpan- by the University Speakers Series and the 

r ees  are human's closest living relatives, Jane Goodall Institute. Further informa- 
less than 2 percent different in genetic tion may be obtained by calling 646-2005. 



March 28, 1995 

Mr. Wade Nelson 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Nelson: 

This letter expresses my concerns on the proposed 
realignment of Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico. 

First, the cost to move the military units stationed at 
Kirtland AFB will be excessive. Two years ago, the 58 
Special Operations Wing was to move from Kirtland to 
Fairchild AFB in Spokane, Washington. It would have cost 
140 million dollars to relocate the 58 SOW. Multiply that 
amount by all the units at Kirtland and the relocation cost 
will be more than keeping this base the way it is. 

Second, although the BRAC does not look at environmental 
clean up, New Mexico does. Kirtland AFEi began as a training 
base for bomber aircraft. Later the base mission changed to 
nuclear research and storage of nuclear material. Before 
another federal or state agency could take over this base, 
an environmental clean up must be done. With all the 
military activity going on at Kirtland, the clean up cost 
will exceed the savings realized by closing the base. 

Third, the economic impact on New Mexico will be severe. 
Kirtland AFB has been a steady influence on the state 
economy for more than half a century. Any realignment will 
result in many businesses going bankrupt because these 
businesses directly support the base. Without Kirtland, the 
number of jobs lost will be greater than people realize. 
New Mexico already has enough homeless people and families 
living in poverty. 

Fourth, Albuquerque has been in compliance with EPA air 
quality standards for more than three years. During this 
time, Kirtland AFB became the home of t,wo major Air Force 
units (the Air Force Safety Agency and the Air Force 
Security Police Agency). But, the BRAC stated recently 
Albuquerque has poor air quality so Kirtl.and can not expand 
and will be realigned. Since Albuquerque has met EPA air 
quality standards and Kirtland has been expanding since 
1991, the statement of the BRAC does not make sense. 

Finally, there are too many important issues for the BRAC to 
define Kirtland along the narrow lines of active duty people 
involved and supposed cost savings only. Please look again 
before you do irreparable harm to the state of New Mexico by 
realigning Kirtland Air Force Base. 
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c$m/ma&nment t L  2 rt iPPcaqLt in major pm6Lnu. At w not nu$B tLe dame -tded 

two t i  i n  a w .  MeaEpment a n d  c L m  a m  very neceddary i/we a m  to man, the 

.BOB portion o / t L  t o t a P 6 d p t .  30 a& t h i d  anddaue initia.!and Lng term /LA i d  the 

o6jectiwe to dtrive hr. 4 wou&oni$ a d  tLat the extent o/tLe maEBnment 6e reviewed at the 

XiOXoJt &vet$ wi th  a view to maP/LnA exPeAt-3 a n d  continuing expended euen with 

condoedntion o/mtivitied /wm here to other Lat iond.  

JI(irt&!d ~ r i ,  a via$& and v a U $  j L i E t y  wi th k commanab a tLv L t i o n  L m .  A d  an 

& t i A ! b d n e  not A*BCt(% in 1/18 A n t  d i y X t d  o / t h e A . r  Z m e  J m a L ,  i d  the extendiue mt imd 

community dupported 6, tLe b i e t i e ,  at X i v t U .  Yie mabnment  / c L m  o / t L  /Lcib.liti.. 

Lem wou& e p c t  the economy o/the a m  II, more t L n  jwt the jo6d &t to tLe rw$nment, many 

o / t L  m t i m d & d e d  i n  tL m a  wou& mLcate to am& wit4 202 k i k t i e d  thw &t&P 

i t n o  o t  a .  9 6e&ve t k  tLe r w b n m n t  op_Xirt&nd dtaied i n  tLe 

ownaP&ZKact i im id  a & ,  d i tu t ion  h r  tLe 3O.B 6+t dl&. tLe community o/ 

JBbvuevne, &Jab not &&we t k ,  t t k  i d  w L t  tLe intent o/the &KYCaction i* 

dtypoded to accornpd~h. 

3 L n d  you I&. your time i n  reviewing my thoughtd on t L i a  matter. 



Jerry D Williams 
4400 Los Metates St NW 
Albuquerque, NM 87 120 
(505) 897-4596 

Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Ste 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Honorable Chairman Dixon; 

I have been listening with great interest and at times total disbelief at the rationale provided by 
the Secretary of Defense and the Department of the Air Force regarding realignment at Kirtland AFB, 
NM. The fact that AFMC and the Air Force placed the base on the list with little or no consultation with 
other agencies, such as the Department of Energy, Sandia Labs, the numerous Tenant Organizations on 
Kirtland and the Airport Authority of Albuquerque, (as the base does provide crash and fire fighting 
support for them), shows the arrogance, insensitivity, and irresponsibility with which the Air Force has 
handled this entire affair. The many other smaller tenant organizations were totally ignored by the Air 
Force and it appears they did not realize the units existed. Based on these facts alone, cost figures used to 
justify this decision only reflect a portion of the actual cost to realign Kirtland and thus the savings are 
greatly exaggerated. The Air Force has been joined by the DOD in showing a total disregard for the 
taxpayers and display contempt toward those who attempt to identify the flawed rationale used in making 
this decision. The active duty personnel have been told to get in line, shut-up, and support this great 
decision. Some have been forced to retire because they refused to do so. 

Kirtland AFB has always been a unique base in the development and management of the nuclear 
weapons programs. The base has been the host to many diverse departments, agencies, and personnel 
involved in and associated with the research, development, production, dispersal, storage, maintenance, 
control, transportation and disposal of nuclear weapons. This is a truly "Cradle to Grave" operation with 
the right mix of personnel, equipment, and resources to carry out all task associated with the nuclear 
arsenal. The recommendation to relocate the Defense Nuclear Agency, Field Command Defense Nuclear 
Agency, and the Air Force Safety Agency to Kelly AFB, TX, and fragment this unique capability is 
ludicrous. The Albuquerque community and state of New Mexico have accepted and championed the 
nuclear activities at Kirtland AFB and support the base in every way possible. The Air Force has a 
responsibility to insure the support of nuclear weapons programs, maintenance, protection, and security of 
the nuclear stockpile and it's components. All the proper agencies to carry out these responsibilities are in 
place at Kirtland AFB. The Air Force, by placing Kirtland on the realignment list and by identifying 
many of the nuclear program support agencies for relocation, will breakup this unique nuclear 
community and fragment it's capabilities. This shows an intent, real or perceived, throughout the local 
community and indeed the rest of the world that the Air Force has forsaken it's responsibility and is 
walking away from it's mission to provide safety, security, protection, storage, and control of our nuclear 
stockpile. This is an extremely dangerous precedence to set in the present world environment. To ignore 
this responsibility, or even create the perception of doing so, in the interest of a perceived savings based 
on skewed or incomplete figures is incomprehensible. 

This realignment, as proposed by the Air Force, will require abolishing or changing many 
existing formal and informal arrangements, policies, rules, and procedures relating to safety, security, 
protection, maintenance, and custody operations of the nuclear stockpile. These DODJDOE procedures 
have been refined and proven over decades, and to replace them with new ones, which are untried, 
unproved and with unknown consequences creates a risk we should be unwilling to take. Things such as 
who guards, protects, controls and maintains the weapons during storage, transfer, and war plan 
implementation must be defined and initiated. Who provides medical and fire support during incidents 
and accidents must be defined, negotiated and put in place. There are many other concerns which must be 



resolved. There is a very real possibility of a serious impact to National Security if this fragmentation to 
the nuclear community is allowed. It seems a bit strange that we express our concern with the Russians 
lack of control of nuclear weapons, material, and components, yet we are about to embark on a similar 
path of uncertainty. 

AFMC took over the operation of Kirtland in Jan. 1993. Gen. Yates stated how it would be the 
base of the future and great things were planed for the base. In 1995 the base is on the realignment list. It 
would appear that the great things to which Gen. Yates referred meant use Kirtland as a bargaining chip 
to preserve the five Depots which have always been the "bread and butter" of AFMC. Air Force aircraft 
have been reduced by 40% to 50% over the past ten years. How can one justify five (5) depots to support 
50% of the aircraft we once had? Kirtland was sacrificed to the BRAC as a major base, by AFMC, in 
hope of saving one or more of it's depots. It appears they will succeed. The result of this realignment will 
not result in a savings, but a cost to the taxpaying public and a probable degradation to nuclear mission 
capability of the Air Force. The Air Force has chosen to transfer the operating cost of Kirtland to other 
government agencies, who are not prepared, equipped or trained to be self sufficient without spending 
large sums of no1:cy. The Air Forcc is willing to pay exorbitant construction cost for new facilities at new 
locations, relocation cost for thousands of personnel (many of whom have only recently arrived from other 
locations and moved into new multi-million dollar facility as directed by the previous BRAC), and in so 
doing deceive the public into believing there is going to be significant savings. The Air Force has taken 
the self-centered, naive approach that they will balance their budget at the expense of others. Please put a 
stop to this deception and waste! 

Mr. Perry's remarks make one wonder, what has happened to the previous BRAC's 
recommendations. They included moving Los Angeles Air Station to Kirtland AFB and/or the closure of 
Sacramento and other Air Logistics Centers. The last BRAC moved the Air Force Inspection Agency and 
the Air Force Safety Agency from Norton AFB, CA to Kirtland AFB. That effort used approximately 15 
million taxpayer dollars to provide new modem facilities at this location. This cost does not take into 
account the moving expense for personnel, household good, vehicles, equipment, and new fiuniture for 
the facility. Two years later these same agencies are on the list of the new BRAC to be relocated to Kelly 
AFB and will again need new facilities to operate. The cost associated with the previous move are not 
considered when figuring the expense associated with realigning Kirtland AFB. This reeks of fraud, 
waste, and abuse. It is time to take a serious look at the actions of the Air Force and DOD. Their selfish, 
self-centered, irresponsible approach to balancing their own budget at the expense of other branches of 
government, while showing a total disregard for the tax paying public is reprehensible. It is time the 
taxpayers stop subsidizing the DOD for Money being improperly spent due to mismanagement. It 
appears the Air Force and DOD have totally lost sight of the goal of realizing an actual savings by down- 
sizing the military. I hope this isn't what was intended by the Administration in Washington, D.C. when 
they mandated the "down-sizing" of the DOD. 

This entire episode demonstrated the total mismanagement and complete irresponsibility of the 
Air Force management staff. The real goal of this entire exercise is to save money for the tax paying 
public, not the transfer of Air ForceDOD cost to someone else in government. The BRAC has authority 
to prevent this travesty, which the Air Force is about to create, and prevent a grievous adverse impact on 
national security before the damage is irreversible. Please do not allow the Kirtland AFB realignment to 
proceed until such time as an outside agency has analyzed the rest of the facts and verified the numbers 
provided by the Air Force. It is obvious the Air Force and DOD can not be relied upon to do an unbiased 
analysis of their own needs. Thank you for taking the time from your busy schedule to consider this 
information. 

Sincerely, CC: The Honorable Pete V Domenici 
The Honorable Jeff Bingaman 
The Honorable Steve Schiff 
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3297 Esplanade Circle SE 
Rio Rancho, N.M. 87124 
March 25, 1995 

Defense Base Closure And Realinement Commission 
1700 North Moore, Fleet 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

It appears the Defense Department should have made a better study 
of the Kirtland Air Force Base before deciding the Air Force 
should leave the Albuquerque area. 

This base has more factors of defense than most air bases, such 
as the Phillips Laboratory, Sandia Laboratory, and the atomic 
weapons stored in the Monzono Mountains. 

As far as flying, the climate in this area is ideal to train 
helicopter and other aircraft pilots. This is a friendly area 
for Servicemen and Officers. Ri~~o~fllancho is a suburb of Albuquer- 
que. Over the years, there have,several Officers and Enlisted 
men living in Rio Rancho and attending services in my church. 
I have met most of them. Each year on Memorial Sunday, we ask 
them and our Veterans to wear their uniforms. Our minister briefly 
honors them and the Veterans. 

According to the Albuquerque Journal, $175 millon was spent in 
very recent years on new or rebuilt buildings on the base. I 
knew there is a new commissary and the post exchange was remod- 
led and enlarged. As a taxpayer, I very much resent the Defense 
Department spending so much money on a base that it wants to close. 
Prior planning by the Defense Department should be a priority. 

L\/ As far as expense to the tax payer, ap~arent~for this base, the 
Air Force is only considering their budget, because the U.S. Govern- 
ment will still have to pay much money each year for firemen 
policemen, and base maintenance employees, whether the Air Force 
is there or not, so where is the savings to us tax payers? There 
is little or none. 

Thank you for your consideration of extending the life of Kirtland 
Air Force Base. 

Richard Fuller 



March 8, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore #I425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Re: Closure/Realignment of Kirtland Air Force Base 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

I agree that the Air Force has no need to keep Kirtland AFB in 
Albuquerque, New Mexico open, however the base should not be 
closed. I was struck by your very appropriate question during 
the recent hearing regarding the combining of military 
undergraduate flight training to eliminate waste and duplication. 
Your logic can be extended to nuclear weapon training as well as 
other aspects of the nuclear weapon program. The Department of 
Defense should transfer part of Kirtland AFR back to the Defense 
Nuclear Agency (DNA) and the individual services should transfer 
undergraduate nuclear weapons training back to DNA. 
Reconsolidation of this mission would save manpower and 
infrastructure cost in every branch of the military. Costs 
associated with transfer of these capabilities would be small 
compared to those related to base closure. In addition, this 
merger of training assets would provide a greater degree of 
standardization and enhance nuclear weapon safety and security. 

I would like to offer a bit of history on the Defense Nuclear 
Agency. When the Armed Forces Special Weapons Project (AFSWP) 
began in the mid '40s, all military nuclear weapons training, 
design, test, maintenance, storage and many other related aspects 
were carried out by this agency to prevent service rivalry and 
duplication of effort as well as providing for a greater degree 
of standardization, safety and security. Over the years and with 
the advent of the Department of Defense, this agency, became the 
Defense Atomic Support Agency (DASA) and later the Defense 
Nuclear Agency (DNA). DNA has gradually eroded through neglect 
by the Defense Department and scavenging by the individual 
services. The DOD recommendations for closure indicate further 
dismemberment of this agency. 

As a naval ordnance engineer, I was assigned to the Defense 
Nuclear Agency for three tours of duty over a 15 year period. 
When initially assigned in 1965, the agency consisted of the 
headquarters unit in the Pentagon and the Field Command at Sandia 
Base (now Kirtland AFB East) in Albuquerque. Field Command had 
the responsibility for the maintenance and security of Sandia 
Base, housing the Sandia Laboratory, the Albuquerque Operations 
Office of the Atomic Energy Commission (now DOE) and for 
providing interface between the services and the Sandia, Los 
Alamos and Livermore laboratories on all matters pertaining to 



nuclear weapons. Additionally, Field Command commanded six 
National Stockpile Sites (NSS) where reserve weapons were stored 
in very high security settings. At that time, all navy, army and 
marine nuclear weapons technicians received their basic nuclear 
weapons assembly and maintenance training at Sandia. I thought 
it peculiar that as early as 1965, the Air Force evidently had 
permission to withdraw from combined training and were training 
their personnel at Lowry AFB in Colorado. 

I witnessed service rivalry and parochialism emasculate the 
Defense Nuclear Agency over the next 15 years. With a "Purple 
Suit Outfit" as the Defense agencies are referred to, you have no 
one to champion your cause and defend against the self interests 
of the individual services. Any senior officer assigned to DNA 
was loath to defend. the agency aqainst a positi-on put forward by 
his own service. To do so would essentially end his career. As 
a result, DNA responsibilities were chipped away and taken over 
by the individual services. By 1971, the Field Command gave up 
command of Sandia Base and it's operation was assumed by Kirtland 
AFB, which was adjacent to the West. The NSS's were turned over 
to the services which had operated them previously for Field 
Command. Basic nuclear weapons training was turned over to the 
individual services. About the only thing that remained with 
Field Command was nuclear weapon inspection, test and stockpile 
management. 

Mr. Chairman, the country is now in great need of consolidation 
but the services are in the mood for further separation of the 
nuclear weapons program and dismantling of any remaining vestiges 
of DNA. This is clearly wrongheaded and the erosion of DNA 
responsibility should be reversed. If the Secretary of Defense 
is truly interested in cost savings, he should be strengthening 
the Defense Nuclear Agency, not scuttling it. This could all be 
accomplished by closing only a part of Kirtland and consolidating 
the nuclear weapons program under the Defense Nuclear Agency to 
save manpower as well as support facilities. I recommend taking 
the following action which I am certain would result in cost 
saving to the taxpayer and the DOD as well: 

1. Close that part of Kirtland AFB west of the extension of 
San Mateo Boulevard (see attachment #1) and turn it over to 
the federal ~overnment for disposition, 

2. Task Field Command DNA to assume operation of the 
remaining part of Kirtland AFB and rename Sandia Base as 
before, managed by the Army, providing security and support 
to DOE, Sandia Laboratory, New Mexico Air National Guard and 
other tenant activities, 

3. Restore command of :he NSS/OSS sites to Field Command 
DNA, and decomm-:3sion excess storage si.tes, 

4. Consolidate undergraduate nuclear weapons training for 
all services and restore interservice weapons school under 



Field Command; consolidate further as operationally 
feasible, 

5. Relocate the Air Force Weapons Laboratory to Sandia Base 
or such other place as the Air Force may choose, 

6. Realign and consolidate nuclear weapon design, test, 
inspection, security, safety, etc. under Field Command, 

7. Utilize Sandia Base facilities for other DOD field 
support. 

As long as this is the center for the nuclear weapons program, 
this base should stay open and the decision made back in the 
'40's to consolidate military nuclear weapon liaison and training 
at the hub of the program was clearly justifiable then and is 
even more so today. Consolidation allows us to concentrate our 
forces over fewer sites, providing greater physical security. 
In light of the continuing terrorist threat, it seems we need 
even tighter security and control over our nuclear assets. 
Additionally the cost for security of the Sandia Laboratory and 
Department of Energy complex would be significantly less costly 
if provided by DOD than if required to be provided by contract 
civilian security in the event of closure. 

It seems to me that very little thought was given by the 
Secretary of Defense for consolidation and merger of similar 
tasks between the services. And in this specific case, there 
appears to be no concern as to the consequences the closure might 
have on other agencies of the government and eventually the 
taxpayer. As a taxpayer, I don't see much logic in the Air Force 
saving money on closing a base and the Department of Energy 
incurring additional costs which more than offset the savings. 

I hope that my comments are useful. I don't expect that the 
services will agree because they guard their turf fiercely and 
sometimes forget that we are all in the same boat together. I 
recommend that the proposed closure of Kirtland AFB be referred 
back to the Secretary of Defense for consideration of the 
restoration and revitalization of the nuclear weapons program 
under the Defense Nuclear Agency. 

C . o ~ o u ~ h d r i l l  
7518 Bear Canyon Rd NE 
Albuquerque, N. M. 87109 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 13, 1995 

Mr. C. W. Doughdrill 
75 1 8 Bear Canyon Road, NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87 109 

Dear Mr. Doughdrill: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the future of Kirtland AFB. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



March 6 ,  1995  

Chairman Alan Dixon 
1700  Nor th  Moore S t . ,  S t e  # I  425 
A r l i n g t o n ,  V A  22209 

Dear  S i r ,  

Att28.ched t o  t h j s  l e t t , e r  i s  a copy of a I ~ t ~ t , e r  t h a t  T 
s e n t  t o  Congressman S c h i f f ,  h e r e  i n  New Mexico.  

I wan t ed  t o  e x p r e s s  my o p i n i o n  of t h e  K i r t l a n d  AFB 
i n  A lbuque rque  New Mexico c u t t i n g  back on i t ' s  work f o r c e .  

The l e t t e r  a d d r e s s e d  t o  Congressman S c h i f f  e x p l a i n s  
my f a m i l y ' s  s i t u a t i o n  if i n d e e d  t h e  b a s e  s h o u l d  be  a p p r o v e d  
f o r  c u t b a c k s .  I t  a l s o  e x p l a i n s  t h e  t e n t i o n  and  9 a r d s h i p s  
we have  had  t o  overcome i n  o u r  a t t e m p t  t o  be  r e l o c a t e d  h e r e .  

Most o f  t h e  p e o p l e  i n  t h e  A i r  F o r c e  S a f e t y  Agency 
h a v e  had  s im i l i a r  h u r d l e s  t o  overcome.  Most o f  u s  l o s t  l o t s  
of  money i n  o u r  h o u s e  s e l l i n g  i n  C a l i f o r n i a .  My f a m i l y  as 
w e l l  a s  o t h e r s  had  t o  r e s o r t  t o  t h e  V A  Compromise P rog ram.  
i n  s e l l i n g  o u r  h o u s e s .  

P l e a s e  l o o k  o v e r  t h e  l e t t e r  and  you c a n  u s e  it t o w a r d s  
h e l p i n g  d e c i d e  a b o u t  t h e  f u t u r e  o f  K i r t l a n d  AFB. 

A l s o  s i n c e  my f a m i l y  and  o t h e r s  h a v e  a r r i v e d  h e r e  i n  
New Mexico ,  we have  f i n a l l y  g o t t e n  o u r  h o u s e s  and  o u r  l i v e s  
somewhat b a c k  o n  t r a c k .  T h i s  b a s e  s i t u a t i o n  h a s  b e e n  a  
mind b o g g l i n g  t h i n g  t o  u s .  As i n  t h e  a t t a c h e d  l e t t e r  s t a t e s :  
Why r e l o c a t e  p e o p l e  f r o m  a l l  o v e r  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  A i r  F o r c e  
S a f e t y  Agency a n d  t h e  A i r  F o r c e  I n s p e c t i o n  Agency t o  K i r t l a n d  
AFB ? The government  b u i l t  a  b i g  3 s t o r y  b u i l d i n g  j u s t  f o r  
them which  i s  l e s s  t h a n  two y e a r s  o l d .  Now how much w a s t e  of  
money was t h a t ?  

I want  t o  t h a n k  you  f o r  y o u r  t i m e  a n d  : c o n s i d e r a t i o n  i n  t h i s  
m a t t e r .  P l e a s e  r e c o n s i d e r  t h e  c u t t i n g  b a c k  of K i r t l a n d  AFB 
and  n o t  l e t  t h i s  happen .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

C~i;iuri Y cb/jdj~& 

' J a n i c e  C lemen t s  

Copy s e n t  t o :  Congressman S c h i f f  
A l b u q u e r q u e ,  NM 



March 3 ,  1995  

Congressman S t e v e  S c h i f f  
625 S i l v e r  Ave . ,  SW S u i t e  1 4 0  
A l b u q u e r q u e ,  NM 571 02  

Dear S j . r ,  

T h i s  l e t t e r  i s  i n  r e g a r d s  t o  K i r t l a n d  AFB c u t b a c k s .  I 
f e e l  s t r o n g l y  a b o u t  t h i s  i s s u e .  A l so  I f e e l  t h a t  I c a n  gpeak  
f o r  most o f  t h e  p e o p l e  t h a t  a r e  b e i n g  e f f e c t e d  by t h e  d e c i s i o n  
f o r  h a v i n g  K i r t l a f i d  AFB t o  b e  c u t b a c k  on i t s  work f o r c e .  I 
c a n  o n l y  hope t h a t  t h e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of t h e  people  t h a t  a r e  
b e i n g  e f f e c t e d  was c o n s i d e r e d .  

Many p e o p l e  move h e r e  e i t h e r  f o r  c h o i c e  o r  n e c e s s i t y  of 
j o b s .  My husband  was t r a n s f e r r e d  h e r e  w i t h  h i s  company which  
was a n  n e c e s s i t y .  I ' m  s u r e  t h a t  some p e o p l e  may h a v e  had  it 
w o r s t  o r  b e t t e r  t h a t  my f a m i l y  d i d .  Most of  u s  f rom C a l i f o r n i a  
h a d  some f i n a n c i a l  h u r d l e s  t o  overcome b e c a u s e  of  ou r  r e l o c a t i o n .  

I c a n  o n l y  t e l l  you  what  my f a m i l y  went t h r o u g h " k t o  
b e  r e l o c a t e d  h e r e .  And t h a t  i s  t h e  r e a s o n  why if we need  
t o  move a g a i n  it c a n  c a u s e  some h a r d s h i p  on u s ,  

I n  1991 we bough t  o u r  d ream home n a k u r a l l y  a t  t h e  peak  
of  t h e  s e l l e r s  m a r k e t .  S i x  months l a t e r  I w a s  l a i d  o f f  my 
j o b  b e c a u s e  a'f t h e  s l u g g i s h  economy. T h i s  was a blow t o  o u r  
income.  Soon a f t e r w a r d s  t h e  word w a s  t h a t  Norton AFB was t o  
c l o s e  and  t h e  A i r  F o r c e  S a f e t y  Agency was t o  r e l o c a t e  t o  
A l b u q u e r q u e ,  N M .  We p r e p a r e d  t o  s e l l  o u r  C a l i f o r n i a  h o u s e .  
Upon t h e  2nd o f f e r  on o u r  h o u s e  we e x c e p t e d .  But t h e  b u y e r s  
backed  o u t  3 d a y s  b e f o r e  o u r  d e p a r t u r e  h e r e .  

We c e n t  i n u e d  o u r  r e l o c a t  i o n  t o  EM. S i n c e  ue a r r i v e d  i n  
NM J u l y  1993  w e  have  had  t o  move' 4 times. Once w e  g o t  h e r e  
it was a n  a p a r t m e n t  w i t h  o u r  t h i n g s  i n  s t o r a g e ,  We t h e n  moved 
t o  a r e n t a l  h o u s e  b a c k  t o  t h e  a p a r t m e n t  and  n o r  h o u r  new 
home t h a t  was comple t ed  i n  November 1994 .  

When we f i r s t  g o t  t o  NM o u r  C a l i f o r n i a  house was empty 
f o r  6 months.  We t r i e d  r e n t i n g  it and  t h e n  we had t o  r e f i n a n c e  
f o r  a c h e a p e r  mor tgage  payment.  We were  p a y i n g  a  t o t a l  of  
$1 800.00 a month j u s t  on r e n t  a n d  mor tgage .  O u r  s a v i n g s  
was d e p l e a t e d .  A l s o  h o u s e s  and  o t h e r  t , h i n g s  were much more 
e x p e n s i v e  t h a n  we were  t o l d .  Our house  i n  C a l i f o r n i a  f i n a l l y  
s o l d  i n  J u n e  1994 .  We had  t o  move o u t  o f  ou r  r e n t a l  h o u s e  
b e c a u s e  it was s o l d .  We r e m a i n e d  a t  t h e  a p a r t m e n t  a w a i t i n g  
o u r  h o u s e  t o  be  f i n i s h e d .  On o u r  s e l l  o f  ou r  C a l i f o r n i a  h o u s e  
we were  t o  s e l l  it a t  $32,000 be low what  we owed s o  t h e r e f o r e  
t h e  VA Compromise was e c c e p t e d .  T h i s  h a s  h e l d  up my h u s b a n d ' s  
V A  b e c a u s e  of it. Now we j u s t  bough t  ou r  house  h e r e  w i t h  
my V A .  



Now if  we h a v e  t o  s e l l  o u r  h o u s e  h e r e  t o  r e l o c a t e  it 
c a n  s u r e  l e a d  t o  h a r d s h i p  f o r  u s .  Even most of  t h e  p e o p l e  
we moved h e r e  w i t h  had  gone t h r o u g h  s imi l iar  s i t u a t i o n s .  

I t h i n k  t h a t  n o t  o n l y  t h e  economic and  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  
v i e w s  s h o u l d  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  b u t  what  a b o u t  t h e  b u i l d i n g s  
a n d  c o s t  o f  r e l o c a t i n g  p e o p l e  i n t o  K i r t l a n d  AFB i n  t h e  l a s t  
f ew  y e a r s  h a v e  c o s t  t h e  government  and  t h o s e  same p e o p l e  
a r e  t o  g o  t h r o u g h  t h e  same a g a i n .  

- My q u e s t i o n  i s  why c l o s e  K i r t l a n d  AFB o r  r a t h e r  c u t b a c k  
t h e  work f o r c e  when t h e  government  p a i d  f o r  a l l  t h e  r e l o c a t i o n  
c o s t s  t o  g e t  p e o p l e  h e r e  and  now t u r n  a r o u n d  a n d  pay more 
t o  r e l o c a t e  more p e o p l e ?  T h i s  r e a l l y  d o e s n ' t  make s e n s e .  

I want  t o  t h a n k  you f o r  l e t t i n g  me e x p r e s s  my o p i n i o n .  
The l i v e s  o f  t h e  p e o p l e  need  t o  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  a l s o .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

 a an ice Clemen t s  

Copy s e n t  t o :Cha i rman  Alan  Dixon 
BRAC Commit tee  Ar l ing ton ,VA 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 13, 1995 

Ms. Janice Clements 
P.O. Box 3463 
Edgewood, NM 87015-3463 

Dear Ms. Clements: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the hture of Kirtland AFB. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



DFFENSY BAFE C T  OFURE & RFAT TGNMLTJT COM?ITESION 
"700 N. '100RF: - F E E T  11125 
A R ~  INGTON, VP.  22209 

d+ L /) ? 

MARCH '6, 7-995 v 
, A$, 

RE'PlZEMBERING THE PART O F  MANY RE-mT,IST?IENT TNTERVIEIJS,  I T  WAS 
A-WAYS E T A W D  THAT CONTTNUED EN'TSTYIENT 'EADING TOWARDS M I T I T P R Y  RE- 
T I R E T N T  WOU'D S R I N G  ' TmTIMF S F Z E F T T S  SUCH AS, MEDTCAT, 3X, COMMTSS- 
PRY,  ETC. 

THIS THEN APPZARED TO BE; A CONTRACTURAr, AGREEEWFJIIT JETWEEN THE 
SERVTCE MEMBZR AND OUR UNITE'D STATE:, GOVERN?.?ENT. WE THd M I ' I T P R Y  
PERSON THEN DEVOTFD OUR TTVES TO CONTINUED MIKITARY S E R V I C E  AND BY 
DOTNG S O ,  lTJ' FI- ' ED OUR COMI1RL?'D PART 02 '  THb FOHUMELN'I'TONED CON'I'RAC- 
TURAT AGREEmNT. 

OVER T H F  P A S T  YEARS HOI?EmR OUR PRO!rIISED RETTREIENT PACKAGE, AND 
BENEFTTS HPVE XEN S70k!'Y REDUCED BY OUR GOVE'P\N?TE3T, C O r A w S  WITH- 
D R P ~ ~  AND/OR DE' PYFD, WITH OUR G O V X R N T I ~ T  THEN VIOLATING THF:IR PART 
Or;' THF CONTRACWRA- AGREEMENT. 

NOW HPRE TN PrBUQUEROUE, I N  OUR C H O S F J  P T A C B  O F  RETTREMENT, WE 
PGPTN PRF T O  BE S T R I P P E D  O F  ANOTHER PART O F  THE PROMTSTCD RETIREMENT 
BENEFTT PPCKAGE AS OUR BPSE, "K1RTT~AND" , IF -3EING TARGEiTED 7 0 R  
C' OSURE. THF COMMTSSION SHOU-D AGAIN FtEVIEjI THE TERTINENT ASYECTS , 
KTRTIJPND HAS AND COU'D CONTINUE TO P ' A Y  A EXTREME'jY IMPORTANT PART 
TN W T U R E  DEVErOP!ENT. I AM CERTAIN THAT T? THOROUGH'Y INVESTIGATED 
THE'RE ARE OTHER BPS5S IJHOSE PART IS NOT P T  VTTAT, AND C O U - D  BE 
CONSTDERED. 

HOWARD T. NO- FE , MSGT , "RET. USAF 
5539 E D I E  C T ,  NW 
AT BUQUFRQUE , NI'? 8?111\ 
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March 7, 1995 

The Honorable Alan Dixon, Chairman 
Base Realignment Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virgina 22209 

RE: Proposed Base Re-alignment and Partial Closure of Kirtland 
Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico. 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

The recent decision to realign and close a major portion of 
Kirtland Air Force Base by the Secretary of Defense and Departnent 
of Defense to save monies, transfer over 5,000 base personnel vas 
to hastily decided upon. This action strongly warrants 
reconsideration by your office and the Base Realignment Closure 
Commission (BRCC) to not close the base, but to expand and 
increase its current base programs and overall responsibilities 
to continue providing major services it currently provides to Iur 
Nation's defense and Technical Research Capabilities that enah1.e 
our Nation to maintain its worldwide leadership and technical 
research edge. 

Kirtland AFB has played a key role in our Nation's military 
strength as early 1979 and continues to do so. The total milj.:ary 
and civilian payroll was $345,000,000 in 1979 and current payr3ll 
is well over $500,000,000 which had and continues to have a major 
impact upon the City of Albuquerque, the surrounding cities arid 
the state of New Mexico. 

I know I speak for the thousands of active military personnel !ind 
over 6,000 thousand military retirees and their dependents thac 
currently utilize the base services, those in particular: base 
hospital, commissary and base exchange. Mr. Chairman, if you 
carry out the proposed actions of realignment, can you or the 
commission than say to all of the military personnel, active ald 
retired, sorry, but you don't need these services. How and where 
can our people receive these services?. We can't, Mr. Chairman, we 
are a family and without them, thousands of our family will be 
deprived of their very sacred privileges that we as a family 
cherish so dearly. The current cost of living in Santa Fe, L a g  
Alamos is among the highest in the nation, and the City of 
Albuquerque is also considered to be above average. In having the 
base facilities, it helps elevate these costs for lower ranking 
military personnel, such as myself. We can not afford to lose 
these major savings and services offered and request that your 
office and the (BRCC) please also consider the following other 



The Honorable Alan Dixon, Chairman 

areas before the final decision is made: 

Total number of defense nuclear activities currently being 
conducted at Kirtland AFB. 
The total number of dollars invested into Kirtland AFH to 
renovate it and its total number of current activitie:,. 
Reducing the current base by 6,850 + activate military and 
civilian personnel will have a dramatic impact upon th? 
City of Albuquerque, the total dollar amount in both 
payroll and its taxes for the community and state, 
reduction in number of residential homes, closing of l3cal 
business dependent upon a major portion of their incom5s. 
Again, stressing the total number of statewide militarf 
retirees and their dependents utilizing the base wide 
services that otherwise they could not afford or have. 
It is our understanding, that the Air Force did not take 
into consideration that Kirtland AFB was ranked and sc2red 
better in most key areas than Los Angles AFB. Kirtlan.:i 
was ranked and scored ahead in six (6) of nine (9) 
categories, ranging from military value, overall impact to 
local and statewide community life and overall economic 
impact. 
New Mexico's entire congressional delegation, represented 
by the following individuals; Senators Pete Domenici 
and Jeff Bingaman and U.S. Representatives; Bill 
Richardson, Joseph Skeen and Steven Schiff have either met 
with or strongly recommended to Defense Secretary Per1.f to 
recommend that Kirtland AFB not be realigned or closed. 
Our State Legislature and Governor Johnson has recently 
passed a resolution in support of keeping Kirtland AFIl 
open. 
Kirtland AFB has played and continues to play a vital 3nd 
key role in providing numerous contracts that impact 
economically locally and statewide in obtaining its 9031 
of "Readiness and Technical Research to provide it". 
It was noted that the Air Force stated they would save a 
few dollars by closing Kirtland AFB, but did they also 
take under consideration other key areas? Kirtland AFB 
was ranked and scored well ahead of Los Angeles AFB in all - 
key areas of military performance, ability to support Air 
Force military flying and training operations, major 
search and find operations, current facilities and 
infrastructure. The Air Force recommended over five y?ars 
ago that Los Angeles AFB be closed and its operations 
(missile) be moved to Kirtland AFB because of its supp2rt 
facilities and   rime location. 

j. The City of ~ l b b ~ u e r ~ u e  is strongly supporting the fact 
that such a decision to close the base is wrong and'has 
organized a commission to show how Kirtland AFB effects 
the city directly and indirectly. 



The Honorable Alan Dixon, Chairman 

Mr. Chairman, Kirtland AFB has created and built a strong 
partnership and developed a relationship with the City of 
Albuquerque, its people and the State of New Mexico. It 
represents a impact that today's military strategies need to 
integrate in the necessary push for technological superiority 
against a declining defense nationwide and down sized work for:e. 
Kirtland AFB is a model and major thrust in focusing, guiding 3nd 
planning Technological Supporting Assessments and Training. 
Further, Kirtland AFB has established a workable and accepted 
protocol for verifying, validating and accrediting those 
assessments and valuations of defense weapon systems. As long as 
we have a world with major unrest, on-going wars and requiremelts 
for our weapon systems, military personnel and support, we nee1 
Kirtland AFB to be a part of this requirement. 

Mr. Chairman, I am again on behave of our Federal and State 
Representatives, all active and retired military and civilian 
personnel, the City of Albuquerque and surrounding communities, to 
recommend that Kirtland AFB be removed from the Base Closing List, 
so it may continue to provide the leadership and teamwork, 
continue to offer part of the balance to our crucial Nation's 
Defense Role and continue to serve the many thousands of personnel 
in the military family. Meaningful changes can and should occJr, 
but realigning or closing Kirtland AFB can not be considered a 
meaningful change. 

Thank you for the time to express my concerns and speaking on 
behalf of the concerned military family, our federal and state 
representatives in this most crucial matter. Your understandi~g, 
time and consideration in this matter is most appreciated. I look 
forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely, 

J ~hwrence S. Grebner, Sgt. USAF, Retired 
4101 Cheyenne Circle - 
Santa Fe, NM 87505 
505-473-5549 

cc: The Honorable Pete Domenici, United States Senator 
The Honorable Jeff Bingamann, United States Senator 
The Honorable Bill Richardson, United States Representativ? 
The Honorable Joseph Skeen, United States Representative 
The Honorable Steven Schiff, United States Representative 



- DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 10. 1995 

Sgt. Lawrence S. Grebner, USAF (Ret.) 
4 10 1 Cheyenne Circle 
Santa Fe, NM 87505 

Dear Sgt. Grebner: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the fbture of Kirtland AFB. 

\ 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 



Document Sepnl-ator 



John H. Motsch 
47 Sunset Blvd. 
Edgewood, NM 870 15 
(505) 281-6608 

Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Ste 1425 
Arlington, VA. 22209 

March 6,  1995 

Chairman Dixon, 

I have been listening in complete bewilderment to the recommendation of the 
Secretary of Defense to realign Kirtland AFB, NM. The movement of the Defense 
Nuclear Agency, Field Command Defense Nuclear Agency and the Air Force Safety 
Agency to Kelly AFB, TX without even consulting the Department of Energy shows at 
the least the arrogance and insensitivity of the DOD. Kirtland AFB has always been a 
unique base in the development and management of the nuclear weapons programs. The 
base has been the host to many diverse department and agency offices related to the 
nuclear weapons programs and advanced weapons development. The Air Force has been 
the care taker of this unique military reservation for many years. The Air Force has a 
responsibility to insure the continued support of nuclear weapons programs and all 
involved parties should be active participants. Without their input the ability of 
maintaining the capability that has kept the United States out of a direct conflict on our 
soil is in jeopardy. I am a San Antonio native who works at Kirtland AFB. No one would 
want to make that move to Kelly AFB more than I, but; not at the expense of the defense 
of this great nation. 

Mr. Perry's remarks make me wonder, what became of the previous BRAC 
recommendations to do such things such as, moving Los Angeles Air Station to Kirtland 
AFB or the closure of Sacramento Air Logistics Center. The last BRAC moved the Air 
Force Inspection Agency and the Air Force Safety Agency from Norton AFB, CA to 
Kirtland AFB. That move used tax payer dollars to build a new and modern building for 
their relocation. The tax payer will wonder why their money is being improperly spent to 
move these agencies twice and provide adequate ofice space for them once again. It 
appears that the process is becoming much too political. The Air Force and the DOD 
appear not wanting to anger the White House by doing something that would be politically 
incorrect. The money spent on the re-establishment of the DOD Nuclear community at 
Kelly AFB appears on the surface to only be a shifting of finds and not a genuine savings 
of tax dollars. 

Sincerely, 

ohn H. Motsch 

cc. Senator Pete V. Domenici 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 9, 1995 

Mr. John H. Motsch 
47 Sunset Blvd. 
Edgewood, NM 870 1 5 1 

Dear Mr. Motsch: 

Thank you for providing the ~ e f e i s e  Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present roun closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the hture 

L/" 
You may be certain that the Comssion will thoroughly review the information used by 

the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. Lyles 
StafFDirector 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 9, 1995 

Mr. John H. Motsch 
. 47 Sunset Blvd. 

Edgewood, NM 870 1 5 

Dear Mr. Motsch: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the future of Kirtland AFB. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 





March 0 ,  1995  

Base Real ignment  and C l o s u r e  Commission 
1700 North Moore S t r e e t  
S u i t e  1425 
A r l i n g t o n ,  V i r g i n i a  22209 

I was t o t a l l y  and c o m p l e t e l y  s u r p r i s e d  when t h e  A i r  Fo rce  
P l a n n e r s  recommended a r e d u c t i o n  i n  f o r c e  a t  K i r t l a n d  A i r  Force  
S a s e .  C o r g r e s s  w i t h  t h e  b l e s s i n g  of  t h e  E x e c u t i v e  Branch o f  
Government h a s  a l l o c a t , e d  B i l l i o n s  of d c l l a r s  i n t o  t h e  b i i l i t a r y  
C o n s t r u c t i o n  prograK a t  K i r t l a n d  AFE, New Kexico.  

The f o l l o w i n g  a r e  s p e c i f i c  examples  o f  how t h e  p e o p l e s  money 
rr_.s 1)pen s p e n t ,  ~ n d  FC!L: tkle D e p ~ r t m c n t  ~f t h e  A i r  F c r c s  i s  r e -  
commending r e l ~ c ~ ~ t i o n  cf 3 , e a e  u n i t s .  The b u i l d i n g  t h a t  c u r r e n t l y  
i s  o c c u p i e ?  by t h e  A i r  Fo rce  O p e r a t i c n a l  and E v h l u a t l c n  C e r ~ t e r  
was c o ~ y l e t e l y  r e n o v z t e d .  I t  i s  a sLcper n i c e  f a c i l i t y  and a show 
p l a c e  f o r  t h e  A i r  Fo rce  T e s t  arid E v a l u h t i o n  C e n t e r .  

The f a c i l i t i e s  t h b t  t h e  A i r  Fo rce  S e c u r i t y  P o l i c e  Agency e r e  
s l s o  c o m p l e t e l y  r e n o v a t e d  f a c i l i t i e s ,  I n  f a c t  t h e  q u a r t e r s  t h a t  
a r e  o c c v r i e d  k ; ~  A i r  Fo rce  ~ e r s o n n e l  a r e  new and e x t r e m e l y  n i c e .  
I an v e r y  proud t h a t  Congress ,  and t h e  E x e c u t i v e  E r a r c h  approved 
t h e  c c n s t r u c t i o n  of t h e s e  q u z r t e r s .  These q u a r t e r s  a r e  a  how 
p l z c e  f o r  q ~ a r t e r s  t h a t  a r e  occup ied  by m i l i t z r y  p e r s ~ l i n e l  anywhe1.e 
Sn t h e  wor1.d. 

T?,e i n ; c t i ~ ~ t j o r l  o f  3 ' 77 th  A i r  Ease lriing would a l s o  mean 
t k a t  new ' c u i l d i n g s  would be i n h c t i v ~ ~ e d .  The A i r  F o r c e  E x c h ~ n g e  
i s  a  f a i r l y  new b u i l d i n g  w i t h  t h e  l a t e s t  s t ~ t e  of t h e  a r t  i n  
c o o l i n g  ai--tl I - ek t ing  s y s t e m .  The Ch i ld  Care C e n t e r  i s  a nevi f a c i l j t y .  
The A i r  Fo rce  Co-*rnisszr.y i s  a new b u i l d i n g .  The A i r  Fo rce  medic,>l  
a c t i v i t i e s  a t  t b e  V e t e r ~ n s  A d r ; ! i n i s t r ~ t i o ~  a r e  z l s o  new f ~ c i l i t i e s .  

I t  i s  niy o p i n i c n  t h a t  r e l o c a t i n g  u n i t s  away from K i r t l a n d  A i r  
F c r c e  Bzse i s  n o t  i n  t h e  best i n t e r e s t  o f  t h e  Uni ted  S t a t e s o f  
America.  Pi i i i l ior is  o f  t2.x d o l l a r s  have been s p e n t  i n  C o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  
r;Ew f a c i l i t i e s  ai K i r t l a n d  A i r  Fo rce  Base.  The Department  o f  Energy  
would hz.ve t o  p ick-up  t h e  s e r v i c e s  c k r r e n t l y  p rov ided  on K i r t l a ~ d  by 
t!e A i r  F o r c e .  The A i r  R a t i o n a l  Guard would a l s c  have t o  p i ck -up  
z d d i t i o r l a l  s u y p o r t  f a c i l i t i e s .  

I b e l e i v e  tl- at as 2 l o y a l  and d e d i c a t e d  c i t i z e n  who l o v e s  my 
l o c a l  c r ) rmvni ty ,  s t z t e ,  ar.d n a t i o n ,  t h a t  I have a d u t y  t o  ~ j r e s e n t  
t h e  above f a c t s  t c  you,  when i t  ar tpea-s  a h a s t y  judgenent  a r e  s h a d i n g  
t h e  v e r d i c t  of  tP.e f a c t s .  

c2 :  S e n a t o r  Bingzmhx:, S i n c e r e l y ,  
S e n a t o r  Domenici ,  
Congressman S c h i f f ,  
Mayor C':av~ z %&&5L&Rd4-c-YC 

12209 bienual NE 
Albuquerque ,  New ICexico 87112 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 9, 1995 

Mr. Manuel A. Romero 
12209 Menual NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87 1 12 

Dear Mr. Romero: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 9, 1995 

Mr. Manuel A. Romero 
12209 Menual NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87 1 12 

Dear Mr. Romero: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the hture of Kirtland AFB. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 
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P.O. Box 865 
Tijeras, New Mexico 87059 
04 March 1995 

Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore 
Fleet 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Sirs: 

I am writing in regards to your recent decision to plan to considerably down size Kirtland Air Force Base. 
I am asking that you reverse this decision for the following reasons. First, I do not believe that the close 
interface between the Department of Energy work and facilities located on the base and the Department of Defense 
mission were adequately considered. This interface continues to be necessary to support the defense mission of the 
United States. Additionally, replacing the infrastructure support provided by the 377 Air Base Wing for the base 
will simply sh~ft the cost from one federal agency to another. Where is the cost savings to the federal government ? 

Secondly, I do not believe all the recent construction, physical plant upgrades, and mission assignments to the base 
could not be utilized for existing missions on Kirtland or for other Air Force missions. For example, less than 24 
months ago the new Air Force safety center building was constructed and personnel transferred here from 
California. Now they will move again ? This is just one example of many. Have you considered this and all the 
other recent spending on the base that now may not be utilized. Finally, I was disturbed to read in the local press 
that all the cost factors were not equally considered in the decision and that other Air Force facilities (I believe the 
local press pointed to the Los Angles Air Base) could have provided the Air Force with greater savings. 

Kirtland Air Force Base remains a vital link in our country's stewardship of nuclear weapons, research and 
development of new and existing defense systems and the mission of the Air Force. Please review your data and 
listen to the information that is being presented by our New Mexico congressional delegation. I hope you will 
agree with them that Kirtland Air Force Base should not be considerably down sized as you have proposed. 
Thank you. 

Sincerely: ,, 

cc: Senator Jeff Bingaman 
Senator Pete Domenici 
Congressman Steve Schiff 
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March 8, 1995 

Mr. Michael Strosinski 
P.O. Box 865 
Tijeras, NM 87059 

Dear Mr. Strosinski: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the hture of Kirkland AFB. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

Sincerely, 

\\ ,, -. 

--</ , i .'/ ., 
' , /  ,, I , ' > - *  ' .  

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 





'BRAC 
1700 N. Moore, Ste 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

409-F Zena Lona NE 
Albuquerque NM 87123 
3 March 1995 

Dear Sir: 

This letter is written in protest to the downsizing of 
Kirtland AFB NM. I am not in favor of cutting one job 
at Kirtland. 

I retired as a GS-5 last year and have commissary, 
BX, and hospital privileges. I was not awarded any of 
my ex-husband's retirement. So, I very much depend on 
those facilities. I definitely need them, and do not 
want those privileges to go away. 

Another thing, I building that the Air Force Inspection 
Agency is housed in was built for the inspectors. It 
was a very expensive building and did not have offices 
as such for the inspectors. Instead, there were partitions 
for the inspectors. I know, as I was the secretary to 
the medical director. The builidng is perfect for the 
inspectors since they are gone most of the time. 

I feel uprooting these people is very wasteful. A 
number of the secretaries from Norton AFB CA came here 
when Norton closed. Are you going to make them move 
again? At the GS-5 level, there isn't much money these 
days to move around and reestablish them. 

Please, please consider not downsizing Kirtland. I have 
many friends who work on the base, and it would be 
disasterous for them if Kirtland was cut. 

Please consider people lives and concerns and leave 
Kirtland AFB alone. Just relocating all the facilties 
makes no sense. 

People love to be stationed at Kirtland. Don't break 
the morale of the military. Most locations are not as 
nice as Kirtland and people like to be stationed at 
Kirtland. 

Another thing, there has been so much renovation of 
facilities that it is very wasteful to move organizations 
just for the sake of moving. 

Please, please let my friends remain at Kirtland. 

Very sincerely, 



. , 
, .... i3EFENSE B A S E  CiOSCjRE A h D  REAi lGNMEhT COMMlSSiON 

1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 
4RLINGTON V A  22209 

703-696-0504 

March 8, 1995 

Ms. Norma J. Goodwin 
409-F Zena Lona NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87 1 23 

Dear Ms. Goodwin: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the fbture of Kirkland AFB. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 
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Mr. Alan Dixon, Chaiman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Re: 1995 Base Closure or Realignment in New Mexico. 

Dear Sir: 
The New Mexico congressional delegation, and local citizenry including the 

mayor of Albuquerque are going to present to you a picture of doom and gloom if 
the proposed closure or realignment of Kirtland AFB occurs as the Air Force and 
the Department of Defense propose. Frankly all of these people repeatedly 
cheered Defense budget cuts and they all felt secure in that any cuts wouldn't 
affect New Mexico. Now our ox is being gored!!! They supported cuts as long 
as it wasn't in their state or locale. I frankly thought that at least some of our 
congressional delegation were less driven by local interests and could support 
hard decisions. I am very disappointed in the reaction of each and every one of 
them. In fact, if the cuts are spread over four years, the economic impact on 
Albuquerque and New Mexico will hardly be noticeable. 

I am retired from the military, have resided in Albuquerque since about 1957. 
I know a lot of retired military people here. I know of very few that chose 
Albuquerque as a place of retirement primarily because of the available base 
facilities such as hospitals, Base Exchange, or Commissary. Losing these 
facilities will have a slight impact, and no doubt a few retirees have become a 
bit dependent on them. But overall the impact will not affect most of us retirees 
to any significant degree. By watching local sales, purchase of Exchange and 
Commisary items can usually be made at equally low prices. Closure of the 
base hospital will affect a few, including myself, because of the loss of care for 
dependents. But there is still CHAMPUS. 

As a taxpayer who also is supportive of tax cutting measures, and in favor of 
the strongest, leanest, meanest military that the defense budget can support, I 
heartily endorse the well thought out plan proposed by the Air Force and the 
Department of Defense. If some of the housekeeping chores must be assumed 
by the DOE or other agencies, that is a good thing. It will force the new agency 
to consider cost cutting measures instead of just accepting the old way of doing 
these household chores such as security, civil engineering projects, and 
interacting with the local civilian population and government. In addition if the 
local governments turn some of the newly acquired property into tax generating 



real estate and increase their tax base, the projected impact could become a 
boon. 

I personally sure do wish that such closures didn't have to happen anywhere, 
but cutting government spending and reducing the Defense Budget are the goals 
which I support. I therefore urge you to presume and consider that the Air 
Force and the Department of Defense have really put a lot of effort and study 
into this problem and their solution is a good one, and considers the welfare of 
the entire country. 

12024 Baja NE 
Albuquerque, NM 871 11 
Ph1291-9720 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 6, 1995 

Lt. Col. Walter R. Keller, USAF (Ret.) 
12024 Baja NE 
Albuquerque, NM 871 1 1 

Dear Lt. Col. Keller: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the fbture of Kirtland AFB. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



Document Separator 



{i 
,,v MICHAEL H O W  
3 P. 0. Box 167 

Eagle Nest 
New Mexico 877 18 
U.S.A., EE. UU. 

27 February, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
DOD 
Base Closures and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon 6 Members of the Commission: 

CLOSE KIRTLAND AFB 
AND CANNON AFB 
NEW MEXICO 

Close both Kirtland AFB and Cannon 
AFB, New Mexico. 

There are several good reasons: 

Ask Kirtland AFB about their 
IHT Inhalation Toxicology Laboratory 
and the millions of dollars in 
taxpayer monies spent to torture 
beagle dogs and other animals 
to death in forced inhalation 
tests at that laboratory. Do 
you consider the expenditure of 
millions of dollars per year to 
brutally torture beagle dogs 
to death in repetititve, never 
ending, forced inhalation tests 
to be an appropriate expenditure of 
taxpayer monies? 

Ask Cannon AFB, NM about their 
27th Fighter Wing, IR-109 and 
IR-110 Fllls and other fighter 
aircraft, low level [150'] wildlife 
harassment flights over the State 
of New Mexico Colin Neblett Wildlife 
Conservation area near Eagle Nest, 
NM. Fighter aircraft training flights 
out of Cannon AFB have been deliberately 
harassing wildlife in this small 
wildlife refuge. 

Close both of these parasite bases. 

Yours sincerely, 

Michael Horan 
100% Recycled Paper 



Hon. Alan Dixon 
DBCERC 

MICHAEL HORAN 
P. 0. Box 167 
Eagle Nest 
New Mexico 877 18 
U.S.A., EE. UU. 

17 February, 1995 

1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon, 

CLOSE KIRTLAND AND 
CANNON A F B s ,  NEW MEXICO 

C l o s e  Kirtland and Cannon AFBs, New Mexico. 

I especially object to the expenditure 
of hundreds of milllions of dollars (historical) 
for the Kirtland AFB Inhalation Toxicology 
Laboratory, IHT, at which they brutally torture 
and kill hundreds of beagle dogs and other 
animals, at taxpayer expense, in sadistic and 
unnecessary laboratory experiments. [forced inhalation] 

I also object to the expenditure of 
hundreds of millions of dollars for the 
Cannon AFB, NM IR-109 and IR-110 Fllls 
and other fighter aircraft, 27th Fighter 
wing, low level [150'] wildlife harassment 
of defenseless elk, bears, and eagles in the 
State of New Mexico Colin Neblett Wildlife 
Conservation Area near Eagle Nest, New Mexico. 

C l o s e  both of these AFBs immediately 
in accordance with the Base Closure panel 
recommendations, and irrespective of the pork 
barrel lobbying of the New Mexico congressional 
delegation. 

Yours sincerely, 

Michael koran 

@ 100% Recycled Paper 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 6, 1995 

Mr. Michael Horan 
P.O. Box 167 
Eagle Nest, NM 877 18 

Dear Mr. Horan: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the hture of Kirkland AFB and Cannon AFB. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 
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Dear Mr Dixon: 

I am in the fifth qrade at Peru Central School 
Peru NY and I am concerned about the closing 
of the Plattsburgh Air Force Base in Plattsburgh, 
NY. I have heard many things about the base 
closure and I feel it was unjustly scheduled to 
close due to political reasons and not for the 
good of the United States. I wou4d like to ask 
you to reconsider the position of this base and 
possible redirect. Thznk you if advance for 
you time in this matter. 

Sincerely, 
PbCj~'t-9 .- - - 

Christina Calkins 
22 Campsite Road 
Schuyler Falls, NY lZ98j 









Dear M r  Dixon: 

I a 
P la  
bas  

m w r i  
t t s b u  
e  was 

t i n g  i n  r e g a r d s  t o  t h e  c l o s i n g  of  
. rgh  A i r f o r c e  Base i n  NY. I f e e l  t h e  

u n f a i r l y  s c h e d u l e d  t o  c l o s e  and would 
l i k e  t o  a s k  you t o  c o n s i d e r  our  b a s e  f o r  
r e d i r e c t .  I am a r e t i r e e  o f  The A i r f o r c e  and 
f e e l  i t  i s  n o t  i n  t h e  b e s t  i n t e r e s t  t o  c l o s e  
t h i s  b a s e .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  
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